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ABSTRACT 
This research fills a void of comparative studies of minorities in democracies and 
their perception of their “freedom of speech.” This study compared a sample of the Tamil 
minority population in Canada (where Tamils total about 400,000) with one in the United 
States (where Tamils total about 40,000). It was hypothesized that when immigrant 
minorities settle together in communities in their adopted countries where there are large 
numbers of their own background, they feel emboldened to express controversial political 
opinions. A survey questionnaire was used to interview forty Tamil participants, 
consisting of twenty participants each in Toronto, Canada and New York City. A mixed 
methods approach, using both qualitative and quantitative analyses, was used to examine 
the hypothesis. A t-test revealed a significant difference between United States Tamils 
and Canadian Tamils in their perception of their freedom of expression, in that the United 
States Tamils report less freedom of expression than Canadian Tamils. Three ANCOVA 
analyses demonstrate that the difference in the perception of freedom of expression 
between these two Tamil groups remains intact even when adjusting for gender, 
education, and income.  
v 
 Qualitative data further shows that U.S. Tamils feel a fear of government reprisal 
if they express controversial political opinions. A two way ANCOVA confirms that the 
difference found in the perception of freedom of expression based on country depends on 
how much fear one has of “bad” consequences occurring if one expresses controversial 
political opinions. A chi-square test also revealed that compared to U.S. Tamils, 
significantly more Canadian Tamils (50%) live among other Tamils, which supports the 
original hypothesis that a larger settlement of ethnic minorities is correlated with a 
perception of greater freedom of expression. Further analysis of qualitative themes shows 
that U.S. Tamils distrust the U.S. government, have mixed feelings about the LTTE 
(Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam), and are more hesitant to disclose controversial 
political opinions to the interviewer. In contrast, qualitative data demonstrates that 
Canadian Tamils have positive attitudes about their government, offer very positive 
comments about LTTE, demonstrate openness to this discussion, and are inclined toward 
activism. 
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CHAPTER 1 
INTRODUCTION 
Sri Lanka, an island country to the south of the Indian sub-continent, has a current 
population of approximately 20 million. Oberst writes that although Sri Lanka has a 
relatively small population and geographic size—it is comparable in size to 
Massachusetts—it boasts significant ethnic diversity.1 The two primary ethnic groups are 
the Sinhalese, who are the majority, and the Tamils, the largest minority. According to 
Oberoi, “Historians date the arrival of the Aryan Sinhalese in Sri Lanka from the 
contemporary Indian states of Orissa and Bengal to the 6th Century BC, and the 
conversion of this ethnic group to Buddhism two and a half centuries later.”2 Regarding 
the assertions of when the minority Tamils came to Sri Lanka, there is some 
disagreement. “While some sources claim that the contemporary Sri Lankans are 
descendants of the invading armies of the Chola rulers of South India, others assert that 
the Tamil Dravidian population of the island predates the arrival of the Sinhalese.”3 
Tamils settled in the northern part of the country, near Jaffna, while the Sinhalese settled 
near the central and southern parts.4 The contemporary population of the majority 
Sinhalese is about 74 percent, and the minority Tamil group is 18.1 percent.5 
1. Robert C Oberst, “Federalism and Ethnic Conflict in Sri Lanka,” Publius 18, no. 3 (Summer 
1988): 175–193. 
2. Pia Oberoi, Exile and Belonging: Refugees and State Policy in South Asia (Oxford: Oxford 
University Press, 2006), 201. 
3. Ibid.  
4. Ibid. 
5. Ibid. 
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Since the Sri Lankan military conflict’s inception 26 years ago, many Tamil Sri 
Lankans have migrated as refugees to many other countries around the world. 
Sriskandarajah writes that “the USA hosts about 40,000 Sri Lankan Tamils, a fraction of 
those in Canada, both in terms of absolute numbers and as a proportion of the 
population.”6 Sriskandarajah reports that “by one estimate, accredited to the UNHCR 
(Ganguly, 2001), there are more than 800,000 Sri Lankan Tamils living overseas.”7 He 
further divides the total Tamil Sri Lankan population living abroad as follows: “Canada 
(400,000), Europe (200,000), India (67,000), the United States (40,000), and Australia 
(30,000), with the rest (80,000) spread mostly across a dozen other countries.”8 Outside 
of Sri Lanka, Toronto is the city with the largest Tamil population in the world.9 John La 
writes that “Canada currently hosts the world’s largest Sri Lankan diaspora. Most of the 
roughly 400,000 Sri Lankan immigrants to Canada are ethnic Tamils who came as 
political refugees following the outbreak of civil war on the small island in 1983.”10 
The U.S. Secretary of State holds the power to designate a foreign organization as 
a terrorist organization.11 He or she designates an organization as terrorist based on 
6. Jennifer Hyndman, “Aid, Conflict, and Migration: The Canada-Sri Lanka Connection,” (paper 
presented at Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy International Migration Seminar Series, Medford, MA, 
April 1, 2003), 29. 
7. Sriskandarajah, Dhananjayan. Tamil Diaspora Politics 2004. 
8. Ibid. 
9. http://www.adl.org/terror/tu/tu_0401_canada.asp. 
10. John La, “Forced Remittances in Canada’s Tamil Enclaves,” Peace Review: A Journal of 
Social Justice 16, no. 3(2004): 379–385. 
11. Holder, Attorney General, et al. v. Humanitarian Law Project et al. US 08–1498 and 09–89 
(2010), 3.  
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whether it is involved in any act of “terrorism” which “threatens the security of the 
United States nationals or the national security of the United States.”12 “National 
security” refers to the “national defense, foreign relations, or economic interests of the 
United States.”13 The violent fight for a separate Tamil state in Sri Lanka was led by the 
militant Liberation of Tamil Tigers Ellam [LTTE] leader, Vellupillai Prabhakaran. The 
Tamil diaspora population around the world collected money and sent it to the militant 
organization LTTE. In 1997, the U.S. State Department designated the LTTE as a 
terrorist organization.14 In the same year, the U.S. Secretary of State also designated 30 
other organizations as terrorist organizations. 15 The document criminalizes “material 
support or resources” offered to these terrorist organizations, except for “medicine or 
religious materials.”16 As of this writing, the U.S. State Department’s position is still that 
the LTTE is a “designated terrorist organization.”17 In 2006, the LTTE was formally 
identified as a terrorist organization by the Canadian government.18  
Despite these designations, there are only a few legal prohibitions regarding the 
types of support that can be provided to terrorist organizations. In addition to prohibited 
12. Ibid. 
13. Ibid. 
14. US Department of State, “Foreign Terrorist Organizations,” accessed May 15, 2013, 
http://www.state.gov/j/ct/rls/other/des/123085.htm. 
15. Ibid. 
16. Ibid. 
17. US Department of State, Bureau of Consular Affairs, US Passports and International Travel, 
“Learn About Your Destination,” last modified 2014, accessed May 15, 2013, http://travel.state.gov/travel 
/cis_pa_tw/cis/cis_1025.html. 
18. “Canada Adds Tamil Tigers to List of Terrorist Groups,” CBS News Canada, April 10, 2006, 
accessed May 17, 2013, http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/story/2006/04/10/tamils-terror-designation.html. 
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“material” support as stated above, “training,” “expert advice,” “service,” and providing 
“personnel” are also prohibited.19 These prohibitions are not as straightforward as they 
may seem. According to the United States Court of Appeals of the Ninth Circuit “any 
independent advocacy in which [the Tamils] wish to engage is not prohibited by 
§2339B.” (US Code 2339B makes it illegal to give material support or resources to any 
foreign organization deemed as a terrorist organization by the United States.) On the 
other hand, a person of ordinary intelligence would likely interpret the term “service” to 
cover advocacy conducted in coordination with, or at the request or command of, a 
foreign terrorist organization.20 Prohibitions on advocacy necessarily invoke concerns 
about freedom of speech. 
 
19. “Supreme Court: Humanitarian Aid to Terrorist Organizations Is Illegal,” Homeland Security 
News Wire, June 23, 2010, accessed May 17, 2013,  http://www.homelandsecuritynewswire.com/supreme 
-court-humanitarian-aid-terrorist-organizations-illegal. 
20. Holder v. Humanitarian Law Project. 
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CHAPTER 2 
LITERATURE REVIEW 
Freedom of Expression in Canada and the United States 
Many scholars have conducted comparative studies of Canada and the United 
States with regard to terrorism trends, health care policy, bicycling, political values in 
educational finance, and unionization and wage inequality, to name a few. Numerous 
scholars have written exclusively on the legal framework for free speech in Canada vs. 
the U.S. 
In her book, Liberty and Authority in Free Expression Law: The United States 
and Canada, Gower writes that 
the two countries share a language, legal heritage, mass culture, integrated 
economy, and lifestyle. They are both liberal democracies based on the rule of 
law with federal forms of government, although the structure of those 
governments is different, and are committed to the protection of freedom of 
expression.21 
On the other hand, American sociologist Seymour Martin Lipset asserts that there 
are differences in the countries’ freedom of expression; in particular, that in the U.S. the 
common law and the courts act as a check on the power of the state, augmenting 
individualism in the U.S. In Canada, however, Lipset argues that because the courts are 
identified as the long arm of the state, the Canadian society is more collectivist.22  
In principle, the right to free speech is secured in the U.S. according to the First 
Amendment of the U.S. Constitution: 
21. Ibid. 
22. Seymour M. Lipset, Continental Divide: Values and Institutions of the United States and the 
Canada (New York: Routledge, 1990).  
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Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting 
the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or 
the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for 
a redress of grievances. 23 
The above clause is well known as the “establishment clause,” and is also known 
as “the free exercise clause, the free speech clause, the free press clause, the assembly 
clause, and the petition clause.”24 
Similarly, the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms secures the rights and 
fundamental freedoms for Canadians’ freedom of speech, as follows: 
(a) freedom of conscience and religion; (b) freedom of thought, belief, opinion 
and expression, including freedom of the press and other media of 
communication; (c) freedom of peaceful assembly; and (d) freedom of 
association.25 
According to Lipset, however, the Canadian Charter differs from the American 
Bill of Rights in some significant respects.26 For example, the American Bill of Rights’ 
has a greater emphasis on due process than does the Canadian Charter. He writes that 
although the Charter “places many comparable restrictions on governmental action, it is 
still not as protective as the U.S. of individuals accused of crimes.”27 Lipset further states 
23. Encyclopaedia Britannica, s.v. “First Amendment,” accessed May 20, 2013, 
http://www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/208044/First-Amendment. 
24. Ibid. 
25. Government of Canada. Constitution Act of 1982, accessed May 20, 2013, http://laws-
lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/Const/page-15.html. 
26. Lipset. Continental Divide, 102. 
27. Ibid. 
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that although Canadian law provides relatively minimal protection for individual rights, it 
“retains the traditional Canadian emphasis in favor of collective or group rights.”28  
Manfredi similarly argues that there are differences between Canada and the U.S. 
that are “reflected in the text of the Charter, which protects the collective rights of 
linguistic minorities, aboriginal peoples, and multicultural groups.”29 Also, Krotoszynski, 
in his book The First Amendment in Cross-Cultural Perspective, affirms Manfredi, 
stating that “The Supreme Court of Canada, by way of contrast, does not see rights solely 
in terms of the individual, but, rather, as advancing both individual and collective, or 
group, interests.”30 Krotoszynski concludes that “Canada’s conception of free speech has 
a distinctly more communitarian cast than contemporary free speech jurisprudence in the 
United States.”31 Krotoszynski points out that “in many cases raising serious free speech 
claims, the Canadian justices have upheld government regulations that restrict speech in 
the name of equality.”32  
Regarding protest inclinations, two researchers, Kanji and Nevitte33 reject the 
argument that there are significant differences between Canadian and American values, 
citing empirical evidence collected through their “World Values Surveys” from 1981 to 
28. Ibid. 104. 
29. Ibid. 
30. Ronald J. Krotoszynski, The First Amendment in Cross-Cultural Perspective: A Comparative 
Legal Analysis of the Freedom of Speech (New York: NYU Press, 2006), 51. 
31. Ibid. 92. 
32. Ibid. 26. 
33. Neil Nevitte and Mebs Kanji, “Who are the Most Deferential—Canadians or Americans?” in 
Canada and the U.S.: Differences That Count (2nd ed.), eds. David Thomas and Barbara Boyle Torrey 
(Peterborough, ON: Broadview Press, 2000), 135. 
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1990. In their article “Who are the Most Deferential—Canadians or Americans?” Kanji 
and Nevitte state 
In contrast to the earlier claims by Hartz , Lipset and others, the evidence from 
this study shows that for the most part, Canadian and American values toward 
authority are more similar than different. The two cultures are virtually 
indistinguishable when it comes to their protest inclinations . . .34  
Tamil Diaspora Population and Activism in Canada and the United States 
Christine Fair writes that Sri Lankan Tamils who are supporters of the LTTE left 
Sri Lanka in large numbers over the past 25 years because of the Civil War. Sri Lankan 
Tamils have highly established organizations that support equality for Tamils in Sri 
Lanka, and there are many cyber chat rooms, communities and groups to support their 
cause.35 Hyndman, in a presentation entitled “Aid, Conflict, and Migration: the Canada-
Sri Lanka Connection,” states in the International Migration Seminar Series that 
The scope and organizational capacity of the Sri Lankan Tamil diaspora in 
Toronto are . . . remarkable. A bilingual Tamil community directory of businesses 
and services for this community, thamilar mathiyil [Amidst Tamils], has been 
published since 1990 and has grown to several hundred pages in length. There are 
ten weekly Tamil language newspapers, four Tamil language radio stations, and 
three cinemas that show Tamil language films [most are produced in Tamil 
Nadu].36 
According to Sriskandarajah, the number of Tamils living in Canada is about 
400,000 and in the United States the number is closer to 40,000.37 According to the 
34. Ibid. 
35. Fair, Christine. 2005. Diaspora Involvement in Insurgencies: Insights From the Khalistan and 
Tamil EElam Movements. (Nationalism and Ethnic Politics, 11:125-156). 
36. Hyndman, “Aid, Conflict,” 21. 
37. Sriskandarajah, Dhananjayan. Tamil Diaspora Politics (TamilNation, June 14, 2004), 494, 
accessed May 20, 2013, http://www.tamilnation.co/diaspora/060209sriskandarajah.pdf. 
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Council of Agencies Serving South Asians, “like many other South Asian communities, 
most Tamils in Canada live in urban centers including Toronto and Montreal.38 
According to Hyndman, this significant diaspora population both in terms of size and 
concentration, maintains strong ties with Sri Lanka.39 When protests by the Tamil 
diaspora began in Spring 2009 due to the escalation of the Sri Lankan Civil War, they 
occurred primarily in Toronto, Chennai (India), London and Oslo.40 Most noteworthy is 
that these are the few major cities in which the Sri Lankan Tamil diaspora is found in 
large numbers. There were relatively few major protests in New York City. Ashutosh 
confirms that for “Tamils living in Toronto, Oslo, Kuala Lumpur, and Chennai, the 
protests were a collective diasporic nationalism of over one million Sri Lankan Tamils 
living in exile across the world.”41 Ashutosh concludes that the Sri Lankan Tamil 
diaspora population continued their struggle for “Eelam” (a separate state) even after 
moving to foreign countries.42 
Glynis George writes that “demonstrations by Sri Lankan Tamils captured 
headlines in the UK, Germany, Canada, Australia, Norway, India, and Switzerland where 
38. Brown Canada. “Tamil,” accessed May 21, 2013, http://www.browncanada.com/content.php 
?pg=28&pid=4. 
39. Hyndman, “Aid, Conflict,” 18. 
40. Tyler Imogen and Marciniak Katarzyna, “Immigrant Protest: An Introduction,” Citizenship 
Studies 17, no. 2 (2013): 143–156. 
41. Ishan Ashutosh, “Immigrant Protests in Toronto: Diaspora and Sri Lanka’s Civil War,” 
Citizenship Studies 17, no. 2, 197–210. 
42. Ibid. 
 
                                                 
10 
 
more than a million Tamils now reside.”43 According to George, the Tamil diaspora 
community in Toronto demonstrated using candlelight vigils in churches and Hindu 
temples, and on January 30, 2009, about 45,000 people joined hands to form a human 
chain in the downtown streets. The crowd, she reports, carried photos of Tamil child 
victims and effigies of the Sri Lankan President Rajapakse.44 The Tamil protestors in 
Toronto also “staged hunger strikes and stationed themselves for days outside the United 
States and Sri Lankan consulates.”45 Despite the high concentration of Tamils in New 
York City and Los Angeles, neither of the above three sources, nor any other sources to 
my knowledge, mentioned any demonstrations or protests among the 40,000 Tamils in 
the U.S. Minor protests in the U.S. were documented in online sources, but not as 
highlighted headlines in American media.  
Still, to one degree or another, in Canada and the U.S., Tamilian support for 
Tamils back home occurred despite the fact that the LTTE is banned as a terrorist 
organization in both the U.S. and Canada. As noted above, Canada banned the LTTE as a 
terrorist organization in 2006, and certain prohibitions were put into place regarding 
support provided to designated terrorist groups. However, the Canadian and U.S. 
governments have never explicitly banned the Tamil diaspora population from free 
speech expressing their support for the Tamils in Sri Lanka. 
43. Glynis George (2011): The Canadian Tamil Diaspora and the Politics of Multiculturalism, 
Identities: Global Studies in Culture and Power, 18:5, 459-480. 
44. Ibid. 
45. Ibid. 
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Segregation and Density of Minority Populations 
Johnston, Poulsen, and Forrest studied minority segregation in major cities within 
five English-speaking countries—the U.S., Canada, U.K., Australia, and New Zealand. 
Their research concluded: “segregation (living in exclusive rather than relatively mixed 
residential areas) is almost invariably greater in large cities and in cities where ethnic 
minority groups form a large proportion of the total population.”46 This raises questions 
regarding the population density of minorities, and how the associated segregation might 
impact the behavior of that minority group.  
46. Ron Johnston, Michael Poulsen, and James Forrest, “The Geography of Ethnic Residential 
Segregation: A Comparative Study of Five Countries,” Annals of the Association of American Geographers 
97, no. 4 (2007): 713–738. 
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CHAPTER 3 
METHODOLOGY AND RESEARCH DESIGN 
Hypothesis 
For the purposes of the current study, the Canadian Tamils are the treatment 
group and the American Tamils are the control group. The Canadian subjects receive the 
treatment in the form of a denser and larger settlement of their ethnic Tamil Sri Lankans. 
The hypothesis of this study is that respondents from areas in which the minority group’s 
population size and density (i.e. concentration in a certain area) is greater, such as 
Canada, would exhibit greater self-expression of politically controversial topics—such as 
the LTTE—than respondents from places such as the United States, where the minority 
group’s population size and density is relatively less. Willingness to express potentially 
controversial political opinions is one way to measure the degree of a minority group 
member’s comfort using his or her right to freedom of speech.  
Therefore, my causal hypothesis is as follows: 
X-------> M--------> Y 
Where 
X = Denser and larger settlement of other Tamil Sri Lankans 
M = Ethnic support 
Y = Free expression of political opinions (i.e., verbal expression, visual displays, 
participation in political demonstrations, etc.) 
 
This hypothesis was tested in New York, NY and Toronto, Canada, comparing 
two cities with very different sized Tamil populations. I personally visited or called Sri 
Lankan restaurants, temples and community centers in order to determine who were the 
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leaders in the Tamil Sri Lankan community. Those leaders were asked if they would be 
willing to help with this study and if the answer was yes, they were asked to participate in 
the elite survey and to distribute a recruitment sheet to Tamil Sri Lankans in their city. 
This sheet asked potential respondents to contact the researcher, Hill Krishnan, if they 
were willing to participate in the study. The researcher would then randomly select 20 
respondents from each city from among those who expressed a willingness to participate 
in the study, in order to maximize the possibility of a representative sample of all political 
persuasions and organizations. The researcher replied by telephone to schedule an 
interview with the consenting respondents at a convenient date and time. Once selected, 
each participant was asked to answer a set of survey questions. Survey responses were 
documented by the interviewer. Twenty Sri Lankan Tamil respondents were selected 
from New York, NY, and another twenty from Toronto. All interviews were conducted in 
English. However, if the participant did not understand the question completely in 
English, then their native language Tamil was used for clarification. Only first-generation 
immigrants (those born outside their adopted countries) to the United States and Canada 
were recruited, in order to lessen the possibility of response differences due to 
acculturation. Only respondents who were comfortable being interviewed about politics 
were considered, and interviews lasted approximately 30 minutes. Respondents were 
asked to suggest or approve a location where they would prefer to be interviewed. 
The present research study is a mixed methods study— a qualitative and 
quantitative study of Tamil and English-speaking immigrants and refugees from Sri 
Lanka currently living in New York City and Toronto. Confidentiality of identity and 
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interview content was assured to all respondents, and the Boston University Institutional 
Review Board (IRB) approved consent script was read to each participant before the 
interview. The themes of this research were discerned using the data collected from the 
interviews of the respondents. All data collected from interviews was stored in a locked 
box, and the electronic files were password protected.  
During the questionnaire, respondents were prompted to provide a narrative about 
the LTTE in response to the following question: “What is your opinion of the Liberation 
of Tamil Tigers Ellam movement, also known as the LTTE?” Additional questions were 
posed as the interview continued in response to information discussed, or in an effort to 
gain greater clarity regarding the freedom of expression of the participant’s experiences 
in their adopted country (United States or Canada). Additionally, at the end of the survey, 
the respondents were asked: “Is there anything else that you would like to tell me?” 
These questions were asked in order to encourage respondents to more fully reflect upon 
all relevant aspects of their “freedom of expression.” Complete survey questions are 
detailed in Chapter 4. 
There were no expected legal or safety risks to participating in the study, and 
potential benefits were expected to outweigh potential social and psychological risks. 
These potential social or psychological risks include fear of government response or 
reprisal, as well as anxiety about ostracism by other community members of both Tamil 
and other ethnic backgrounds. These concerns were mitigated largely by assurances 
regarding confidentiality. However, to further minimize potential risks, the interviewer 
remained sensitive to the possibility that interviewees’ may elect to decline certain 
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questions or discontinue. Respondents were informed that they could stop at any time, 
without penalty and for any reason, and were informed of all other rights overseen by the 
research institution’s IRB. 
With voluntary participation being scrupulously respected, there were thought to 
be substantial potential benefits in contrast to the potential discomforts of respondents 
engaging in a controversial discussion topic. Respondents were also informed of potential 
benefits to the Tamil community; specifically, that it is likely to provide information 
regarding the impact of Tamil density of settlement and “freedom of expression,” and 
that it may allow public policy professionals and legislators to have an improved 
sensitivity towards immigrant minorities and their freedom of expression. Please see 
Figure 1 for the recruitment sheet. Please also see Table 1 for details of the interview and 
its participants. 
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Table 1. Table of details about the interview and participants 
 
Number of 
names & 
contact 
info given 
Number of 
responses 
Number of 
face to face 
interviews 
Number of 
telephone 
interviews 
Interviews in 
Tamil 
Interviews in 
English 
Male 
interviewees 
Female 
interviewees 
         
US 40 20 18 2 6 14 11 9 
Canada 45 20 18 2 7 13 13 7 
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Figure 1. Recruitment sheet. 
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CHAPTER 4 
INTERVIEWS OF TAMILS IN THE U.S. AND CANADA 
Interview Questions 
The survey was administered with the following introduction: 
Hello, I am a scholar of Tamil background doing a study of Tamil immigrants in the 
United States and Canada. Do you have Tamil ancestry? [If no, I apologized and went 
back to my source.] [If yes,] Are you over the age of 18, of Tamil ancestry, and born 
outside of _______ or ________ [U.S. or Canada]? This interview will only take 15-30 
minutes, and all your answers will be confidential. Your name will never be used to 
identify your responses. 
The following questions were asked of respondents who consented to participate: 
1. Tell me about your reasons for immigrating here. Why did you choose 
________ (Canada or the U.S.) rather than ________(Canada or the U.S.)? 
 
a) Applied to this country because my family or relatives were here already 
b) Applied to this country because there were more Tamils here 
c) Applied to this country because of opportunities 
d) I applied to other countries but received immigration papers here faster.  
e) Don’t know or refused to answer (do not read) 
 
 
2. If answer to 1 is c, ask about the perceived opportunities. If answer to 1 is d, 
ask: to what other countries did you apply?  
 
 
3. Do you follow the news or community discussions about Sri Lankan political 
situation?  
 
a) Yes, regularly. 
b) Yes, but not regularly. 
c) Not at all. 
d) Refused or don’t know (do not read) 
 
[If the response to question 3 is c or d, skip to the statistical questions.] 
 
 
4. What is your opinion of the Liberation of Tamil Tigers Ellam movement, also 
known as the LTTE? 
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5. In the last five years, how often have you participated in organizations or 
activities expressing support for the LTTE? 
 
a) Frequently 
b) Occasionally 
c) Never 
d) Refused or did not know (do not read) 
 
 
6. What are these organizations or activities? 
 
 
7. If response to question 5 is “never,” have you participated in organizations or 
activities expressing opposition to the LTTE? 
 
a) Yes 
b) No  
 
 
8. If Yes to Question 7, how often have you participated in these organizations 
or activities? 
 
a) Frequently 
b) Occasionally 
c) Refused or did not know (do not read) 
 
 
9. Do you feel nervous or comfortable talking about Sri Lankan politics in the 
country where you now live? 
 
a) I am absolutely comfortable. 
b) No, I am not at all comfortable. 
c) I am cautious but can talk about it. 
d) Refused or do not know (do not read) 
 
 
10. Do you feel that something bad could happen to you for expressing your 
beliefs in the country where you now live? 
 
a) Yes, I am worried about it. 
b) No, I am not worried about it at all. 
c) I am cautious but can express carefully. 
d) Refused or do not know (do not read) 
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11. In what country can you discuss your Tamil political opinions more freely? 
 
a) Home country 
b) Here 
c) Neither 
d) The same in my home country and here 
e) Refused or do not know (do not read) 
 
 
12. How do you think your adopted country feels about the Sri Lankan political 
situation? 
 
a) Sympathetic and trying to help us 
b) Aware of the situation but apathetic 
c) Ignorant of the situation 
d) Refused or do not know (do not read) 
 
 
13. How much do you think that the support of other Tamils in __________ 
(Canada or the U.S.) helps you to freely express your values and beliefs?  
 
a) A lot 
b) To an extent 
c) It doesn’t matter 
d) Refused or do not know (do not read) 
 
 
14. On a scale from 1 to 10, with 1 being the lowest and 10 being the highest, 
what number would you give for your own freedom of expression in 
_________ (U.S. or Canada)?  
 
a) Answer: ________ (Number between 1 and 10) 
b) Refused or do not know (do not read) 
 
 
15. [If answer to #14 is higher than 5 and not b] What is the main factor that 
enables your freedom of expression in________ (U.S. or Canada)? 
 
 
a) It is a fundamental right in this country 
b) I am supported and protected by other Tamils living here. 
c) Both 
d) Neither [Ask for explanation] 
e) Refused or do not know (do not read) 
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16. [If response to #14 is less than 10] What change in your current environment 
might improve your freedom of expression in__________ (U.S. or Canada)?  
 
a) More positive publicity about the LTTE in my current country 
b) More Tamils participating in organizations and activities other than the 
LTTE organizations and activities 
c) More media support of the Tamils in this country 
d) All of the above 
e) Refused or do not know (do not read) 
 
 
17. What change in your current environment would make it more difficult to 
have freedom of expression in___________ (U.S. or Canada)?  
a) Legal trouble regarding LTTE organizations and activities 
b) Less support from others in the Tamil community to express my political 
expressions 
c) Negative public opinion of the Tamil community 
d) All of the above 
e) Refused or do not know (do not read) 
 
 
18. Is there anything else that you would like to tell me? [keep open ended] 
 
 
Now I would like to ask you a few questions for statistical purposes only. 
19. How long have you lived in _______? (U.S. or Canada) 
 
a) I was born here. 
b) (If not born here), how many years? ______ 
 
 
20. Do you read a daily newspaper most days? 
 
a) Yes 
b) No 
c) Not Sure [do not read] 
d) Refused [do not read] 
 
 
21. If yes, what are their names? _________________________________ 
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22. Do you follow Tamil activities on the Internet?  
a) Yes 
b) No 
c) Not Sure [do not read] 
d) Refused [do not read] 
 
 
23. If yes, which web sites do you follow? ___________ 
 
 
24. With what religious groups do you identify? Would you say that you are 
a) Protestant 
b) Catholic 
c) Jewish 
d) Hindu 
e) Muslim 
f) Buddhist 
g) ________ Other [specify] 
h) None [do not read] 
i) Not Sure/Refused [do not read] 
 
 
25. What is your job? _________________ 
 
 
26. What is the highest grade of school that you completed? 
 
a) 8th grade or less 
b) Some high school 
c) High school graduate or four years of high school  
d) Two years of college  
e) Two years and more of college  
f) Four year college graduate or four years college  
g) Post graduate 
h) Trade/Tech/Vocational beyond high school 
i) Refused [do not read] 
 
 
27. How old were you on your last birthday? _________________ [enter years] 
 
 
23 
 
28. Do you own or rent a home? 
 
a) Own 
b) Rent 
c) Not Sure/Refused [do not read] 
 
 
29. How many children do you have in elementary, junior high, senior high, 
vocational school, or university? 
 
a) Elementary _______ 
b) Junior High _______ 
c) Senior High_______ 
d) Vocational School or Community College_____ 
e) University ________ 
 
 
30. Would you say that your home is located in a neighborhood that is 
 
a) Mostly Tamil immigrants 
b) Mostly non-Tamil immigrants 
c) About half and half 
d) Not sure/refused [do not ask] 
 
 
31. What was the total income last year for all members of your household who 
are related to you, before taxes,? Would you say it is:  
 
a) $50,000 AND OVER 
b) $35,000 - $49,999 
c) $25,000 TO $34,999 
d) $20,000 TO $24,999 
e) $15,000 TO $19,999 
f) $7,500 TO $14,999 
g) LESS THAN $7,500 
h) REFUSED [do not read] 
 
 
THAT’S THE END OF THE INTERVIEW. THANK YOU VERY MUCH! 
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Tamil Community Leaders 
The following interview questions were asked of the two Tamil ethnic community 
leaders in both New York City and Toronto:  
1. Are there topics that Tamils refrain from discussing in public in your country 
(U.S. or Canada)?  
 
2. How active is your community when it comes to political protests for the 
Tamil causes in Sri Lanka? 
 
3. How many Tamils usually come to protests or demonstrations when there is 
an open invitation?  
 
4. Can you describe these protests or demonstrations with regard to the nature of 
the participants? 
 
5. Can you describe these protests or demonstrations with regard to their focus 
and rhetoric? 
 
6. What is your personal opinion of the LTTE? 
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CHAPTER 5 
RESULTS OF INTERVIEWS OF 20 SRI LANKAN TAMILIANS IN NEW YORK 
Qualitative Case Summaries 
Interview 1 
The first interview, conducted in person, was with a 46-year-old female who 
reports that she has participated in many protests. She reads AOL and Google news, and 
for Sri Lankan political news updates, she searches the Internet sites Lankasri.com and 
“Canadian Mirror.” She has lived in the United States for the past 17 years, and is a 
regular organizer of religious events for the Sri Lankan Tamils in the temple. She states 
that the LTTE is very “talented.” However, her strong feeling is that “they missed their 
opportunities to secure peace.” She was sad that “some peace offers extended by the 
government were outright rejected and not taken.” Her regular protests in the U.S. were 
with the “World Tamil Organization.”  
When I asked her about the need of other Tamils’ support to freely express her 
values and beliefs, she stated, “many Tamils are afraid to talk about this problem.” This 
response was paradoxical in light of her answer to Question 13 [i.e., whether support 
from other Tamils matters], which was that “it doesn’t matter.” She also delayed the 
opportunity for an interview, suggesting possible ambivalence. She was also cautious in 
tone when reporting her participation in protests for Tamil organizations. She 
downplayed her participation in these protests, stating, “there were many movements 
[other than the LTTE] I supported.” She mentioned multiple times throughout the 
interview, and for question 18, that she cares about the Tamil children in Sri Lanka, that 
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they should be supported by other “civilian” Tamils here, and that “is the most important 
thing for me.” It “doesn’t matter if [the support is for] the LTTE or any other [Tamil] 
organization.”  
Interview 2 
The second interview, conducted in person, was with a 50-year-old female who 
has lived for the past 24 years in the United States. She felt that the LTTE’s “ reason for 
fighting is good, but their means are not always correct.” Her protests were occasionally 
with “DC organizations.” She expressed worry and fear about expressing her opinions, 
and mentioned that support from other Tamils means “A Lot” (Question 13). She said 
“There is no way to express [in this country] my feelings about the LTTE. This is asking 
for trouble.” She gave a score of 3 out of 10 for her own freedom of expression in the 
U.S. She said, “Tamils are used as spies to snitch on other Tamils. One of the snitches 
happened to be a friend of my brother and he videotaped our protests. This produced 
trouble for my husband. The FBI showed us the videotapes of us participating in protests 
and threatened us.”  
This participant also stated that “they [the U.S. government or the FBI] have to 
stop constraining us from solving the Sri Lankan problems.” Among the female 
interviewees, she was the most distraught about constraints on freedom of expression. 
Interview 3 
The third interview, conducted in person, was with a 50-year-old male who has 
lived in the United States for the past 21 years. He came here for educational 
opportunities, stating: “there are better schools [in New York City] than London.” He 
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was also cautious in talking about the targeted issues and reported that he needs Tamil 
support “to an extent” (Question 13) to freely express his values and beliefs. He felt the 
LTTE “was created by the government [i.e., the Sri Lankan government’s discrimination] 
by giving the Tamils a hard time.” According to this participant, the LTTE “started as 
political, then slowly changed into a military organization.” He also asserted that the 
LTTE was the “only choice for people living in Sri Lanka.” When asked to evaluate his 
own freedom of expression in the U.S. (question 14), he thought it was a 7 out of 10. He 
said, “Freedom of speech is here, but only to an extent.” He explained further: “The 
discussion of Tamil problems by Tamils are restricted by the Sinhalese [Sri Lankan)] 
government through the U.S. government. It has become worse, especially after 9/11.” 
He was also concerned that the Sinhalese government “is trying to do something” with 
the U.S. government.” He also expressed a concern about the potential consequences of 
expressing [support for the LTTE], stating that “they [the U.S. government] can deport or 
can put you in jail.”  
Interview 4 
The fourth interview, conducted in person, was with a 52-year-old male who did 
not wish to speak elaborately. He stated that he could talk, but was cautious in answering 
Question 9 [Do you feel nervous or comfortable talking about Sri Lankan politics in the 
country where you now live?]. He has lived in the U.S. for the past 28 years. When asked 
about his opinion of the LTTE, his answer was noteworthy. He said, “If they [the LTTE] 
would have achieved what they set out to do, then no Tamil would have needed to come 
here [to the U.S.].” He has previously protested in front of the United Nations and 
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designed graphics for banners in rallies. He gave a very low evaluation of his own 
freedom of expression in the United States (4 out of 10 on question 14). When answering 
Question 18, he said: “If Tamils are all together, then they can achieve more, but they are 
not all united in this country.”  
Interview 5 
The fifth interview, conducted in person, was with a 59-year-old male who has 
lived in the U.S. for the past 25 years. When asked about the LTTE, he answered that 
“their goals are correct, carrying arms are good. Never should they have killed leaders of 
other countries, like Rajiv Gandhi of India and Premadasha of Sri Lanka. The LTTE has 
no leadership knowledge.” He also stated that despite being willing to participate in the 
study, he felt he needed to be cautious in talking about Sri Lankan Politics in the U.S. He 
has occasionally participated in protests with “Staten Island [Tamil] Groups.” He 
expressed fear clearly, saying: “in the U.S., text messages are intercepted, phone 
messages are intercepted . . . we are worried.” Even though he rated 8 out of 10 for his 
own freedom of expression in the U.S., he also added: “No justice. No Talk. Free speech 
is declining in this country. Muslims and everyone are locked up. Guantanamo Bay is a 
mistake. I am afraid of everything.” 
Interview 6 
The sixth interview, conducted in person, was with a 45-year-old male who has 
lived in the United States for the past 10 years. Even though on question 14, he gave a 10 
out of 10 for his own freedom of expression in the U.S., he chose the answer “I am 
cautious but can talk about it” for question 9. Moreover, he said what he says here in the 
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U.S. matters because “my parents are in Sri Lanka and they [the Sri Lankan government] 
give my parents a hard time. It’s my own experience.” He was alluding to a belief that 
through the U.S. government, information is funneled to the Sri Lankan government. 
When asked to describe his opinion about the LTTE, he said they are “Freedom 
Fighters.” “Some might think differently,” he acknowledged, “but the LTTE gave us 
freedom. No worries when girls have to walk alone in the night. Now that the LTTE is 
gone [despite the military unit of the LTTE being defeated in May 2009, the organization 
exists as a political and financial entity in many areas such as the U.S., India, Canada, 
and the U.K.], Tamil girls can’t walk alone because of a fear [of the Sinhalese].”  
Interview 7 
The seventh interview, conducted in person, was with a 52-year-old male who has 
lived in the United States for the past 20 years. He has “occasionally” participated in 
protests supporting the LTTE in front of the White House in Washington, DC, and in 
front of the United Nations in New York. He rated his own freedom of expression in the 
U.S. as a 5 out of 10 on question 14, and reported, “I am cautious but can talk about it 
[Sri Lankan Politics while in the U.S.]” His response to Question 18 [Is there anything 
else that you would like to tell me?] was one of defeat, or powerlessness. He said: 
“Freedom of speech is only for the people who have the means, lobby and influence. I, as 
a Tamil, belong to the negligible minority.” He also said “our [Tamil] cause is nothing 
here in the U.S. We are here to make a living.” When asked about the LTTE, his support 
for them was mixed, stating: “The cause is right. The LTTE organization’s dealings and 
approach with the Tamil diaspora was unacceptable.” 
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Interview 8 
My eighth interview, conducted in person, was with a 51-year-old male who had 
lived here for the past 26 years. Even though he said in the interview that he had never 
participated in any protests supporting the LTTE, his wife [in a separate interview] 
clearly narrated an incident of both of them participating in protests in front of the White 
House in Washington, DC, and that the FBI had a videotape of it. Despite his confident 
appearance and response of “I am absolutely comfortable talking [on this topic],” his 
omission—if deliberate—is suggestive of discomfort with disclosure of his participation 
in LTTE protests. Nonetheless, he rated a 10 out of 10 for his own freedom of expression 
in the United States on question 14. He declined to provide an answer to question 18 
[anything else he would like to tell me], and he provided a similarly unelaborated 
response of “Freedom Fighters” when asked about the LTTE.  
Interview 9 
The ninth interview, conducted in person, was with a 52-year-old male who has 
lived in the United States for the past 27 years. He has “never” participated in any 
activities expressing support for the LTTE. He gave a relatively low score of 3 out of 10 
for his own freedom of expression in the United States. He also felt that he can express 
his opinions on target topics “cautiously,” and reported that the support of other Tamils 
means “a lot” in order to freely express his values and beliefs. When asked about the 
LTTE, he said: “the LTTE hasn’t made any mistakes, but the whole responsibility for the 
war is not the LTTE’s. They struggled as pacifists since 1958. Only in 1983, after a lot of 
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atrocities against pacifist movements, did it [the LTTE] become a militant organization. 
The Indian government [and] Indian Prime Minister Indira Gandhi helped the LTTE.”  
Interview 10 
The tenth interview, conducted on the telephone was with a 43-year-old male who 
has lived in the United States for the past 19 years. He came to the U.S. through a Green 
Card Lottery. His evaluation of the LTTE is that they are “fighting for the Tamil people. 
There were traitors on the lower level like the commanders of units who swindled money. 
[Tamil] Women appreciated the LTTE.” Even though he rated his personal freedom of 
expression in the U.S. as 10 out of 10, and reported that he can express his opinions on 
target topics without worry or caution, he has only “occasionally” participated in the 
activities supporting the LTTE.  
Interview 11 
The eleventh interview, conducted on the telephone was with a 43-year-old 
woman who has lived in the United States for 11 years. Regarding the question of 
whether she follows the news or community discussions about the Sri Lankan political 
situation, she answered emphatically, “not at all.”  
Interview 12 
The twelfth interview, conducted in person, was with a 37-year-old female who 
has lived in the United States for the past three years. Even though she rated her own 
freedom of expression in the U.S. as 10 out of 10, she has “never” participated in any 
activities or organizations supporting the LTTE. When asked about the LTTE, she said 
they were “representative of the Tamil people, they did many wonderful things for 
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Tamils. The LTTE administration created safety for Tamil females, improving health and 
education.” She said she is “absolutely comfortable” talking about Sri Lankan politics in 
the United States, and “not worried” that anything bad could happen to her for expressing 
her beliefs on target topics while in the United States. For the open question 18, she 
answered: “The general Tamil public still suffers, but I was able to escape because I am a 
physician.” 
Interview 13 
The thirteenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 42-year-old male 
physician who has lived in the U.S. for the past four years. He was passionate, poignant, 
and emotional throughout the interview. He has “frequently” participated in organizations 
or activities supporting the LTTE in front of the White House and in front of the United 
Nations. He said that the LTTE was “fighting for freedom, and sacrificed their lives. 
Tamil Eelam [a separate Tamil state] is necessary because of the discrimination [against 
Tamils]. I learned what freedom is after coming to the U.S., which includes freedom of 
language, and individual independence.” This participant reported a lack of intrusion on 
his beliefs while living in the U.S. “Nobody bothers me here. All are fighting for our 
whole rights. As long as the LTTE was there, I had the freedom to an extent in Sri 
Lanka.” He said “as a physician I have treated both sides during the war. I treated 
children hurt by bomb explosions.” He rated his own freedom of expression as a 10 out 
of 10. 
 
33 
 
Interview 14 
The fourteenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 57-year-old female 
who has lived in the United States for the past seven years. She has participated 
“frequently” in activities or organizations supporting the LTTE. She stated that the LTTE 
“fought for freedom and rights for Tamils.” Even though she participates “frequently” in 
activities or organizations supporting the LTTE, she rated her own freedom of expression 
in the United States as 7 out of 10. She is not worried or cautious to express her opinions 
or beliefs. She said: “The Sri Lankan government has concealed many war crimes and the 
U.S. has to inquire. The Tamil race is destroyed by this war. My own sister was widowed 
by this war.” 
Interview 15 
The fifteenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 51-year-old man who has 
lived in the United States for 29 years. He “frequently” participated in LTTE supporting 
activities or organizations. Even though he rated his own freedom of speech in the United 
States as a 10 out of 10, he reported that many other Tamils in the United States “feel 
frightened.” He estimated that of Tamils in the United States, only 10% “have a real 
sense” of freedom of expression, 50% “have no real sense” of freedom of expression, and 
40% are “scared.” 
Interview 16 
The sixteenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 27-year-old female who 
has lived in the U.S. for only 15 days. She said, with regard to the LTTE, “there is a 
difference inside the LTTE. Tamils are losing control of freedom in Sri Lanka. Sinhalese 
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[the Sri Lankan majority who fought against Tamils] gave Tamil children drugs. There is 
a void left by the LTTE.” She rated her own freedom of expression in the United States 
as 10 out of 10 for herself, but reported that there is “no free speech in Sri Lanka. I want 
to live there [in Sri Lanka] peacefully if the situation achieves peace back home.” 
Interview 17 
The seventeenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 38-year-old female 
who has lived in the United States for the last five years. Even though she said she is 
“absolutely comfortable” talking about Sri Lankan politics in the United States, and “not 
worried” about expressing her beliefs, she rated her own freedom of expression in the 
United States as 5 out of 10. She has never participated in any activities or organizations 
supporting the LTTE. When asked about the LTTE, she said: “Good. OK. I don’t have 
much interest in the LTTE. Peace is what I want.” For her, Tamil support has “a lot” of 
impact in allowing her to express her values and beliefs in the United States. She also 
said: “Peace is happiness. No politics. No war. I saw war and ran over here in 1997. An 
aircraft dropped a bomb near me. I saw legs and hands tossed around.” 
Interview 18 
The eighteenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 30-year-old female 
who has lived in the United States for the past two years. On question 14, she reported an 
8 out of 10 for her own freedom of expression in the United States, but is “cautious” in 
talking about Sri Lankan politics in the U.S. She has “never” participated in organizations 
or activities expressing support for the LTTE. When asked about the LTTE, she said they 
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were “fighting for Tamils. Not for money but separate land.” She emphatically declined 
to add additional information in response to question 18.  
Interview 19 
The 19th interview, conducted in person, was with a 42-year-old female who has 
lived in the United States for the past 20 years. She reported she does not discuss the Sri 
Lankan politics situation at all.  
Interview 20 
The twentieth interview, conducted in person, was with a 53-year-old female who 
lived in the United States for the past 30 years. When asked about the LTTE, she said, 
“they tried their best.” She has “occasionally” participated in activities or organizations 
expressing support for the LTTE. Even though she rated her own freedom of expression 
in the United States as a 9 out of 10, she reported that she is “cautious” with regard to 
talking about Sri Lankan politics in the United States. In response to open-ended 
Question 18, she said that “Canada is more openly accepting of asylum [for Tamils], it 
has more cultural festivals. Here I just do my job and there is not much awareness even 
among South Asian Tamils. Before Canadian Tamils marched in protests, there were no 
Tamils protesting in the U.S.” 
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CHAPTER 6 
INTERVIEWS OF 20 SRI LANKAN TAMILIANS IN TORONTO 
Qualitative Case Summaries 
Interview 1 
The first interview in Toronto, Canada was conducted in person with a 26-year-
old female who has lived in Canada for the past 17 years. She stated that the LTTE “did 
an amazing job. Brilliant! It’s a waste[that the LTTE was defeated].” Even though she 
rated her own freedom of expression in Canada as an 8 out of 10, she reported feeling 
“cautious” with regard to talking about Sri Lankan politics. After the LTTE was 
announced as a terrorist organization, she reported that the community took down LTTE 
pictures and flags. She also stated that the Canadian government “shouldn’t discourage 
people like it did in 2010. There was a fear among us. I was told that I couldn’t have the 
pictures of Prabhakaran [leader of the LTTE].” She felt that support from other Tamils 
means “a lot” in order for her to freely express her values and beliefs. In fact, the primary 
factor that facilitates her freedom of expression is “mostly because of other Tamils” in 
Canada. She poignantly added: “It upsets me to watch the news. Sri Lankan conflict rages 
with nothing done by the international community. I want to help but I am helpless. I am 
still here and they are there. The images won’t leave my mind. It [the dead Tamils in Sri 
Lanka] could have been me.” 
Interview 2 
The second interview was conducted in person with a 72-year-old male who has 
lived in Canada for 30 years. He described the LTTE as “freedom fighters, formed due to 
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discrimination against Tamils. They fought and sacrificed.” He reported that he has 
protested frequently in front of the U.S. Embassy and the Indian Embassy in Toronto, and 
marched in other movements supporting the LTTE. He rated his own freedom of 
expression in Canada as a 9 out of 10, and he is “absolutely comfortable” with regard to 
talking about the Sri Lankan political situation. In response to Question 10, he said that 
he is “cautious but can express himself,” and he also reported that other Tamils’ support 
helps him to freely express his values and beliefs “to an extent.” Notably, in response to 
Question 16 (What change in your current environment might improve your freedom of 
expression in Canada?) he said that he would increase his own freedom of expression 
rating [to higher than 9 out of 10] in Canada if the designation of the LTTE as a terrorist 
organization were removed. When asked whether he would like to add anything, he said 
that Canada “is a country where freedom of expression is guaranteed in the constitution. 
In Canada I am in a very good position to express [my] own opinions.” 
Interview 3 
The third interview, conducted in person, was with a 70-year-old male who has 
lived in Canada for 29 years. He has occasionally participated in protests in front of 
Parliament in Ottawa. Even though he rated his own freedom of expression in Canada as 
a 10 out of 10, he is “not at all comfortable” in talking about Sri Lankan politics in 
Canada and he is “cautious but feels he can express” his beliefs if he is careful in the 
country in which he lives. Support of other Tamils helps him “a lot” to freely express 
himself. When asked about his opinions of the LTTE, he said “the Sri Lankan situation 
brought them into the forefront. Tamils didn’t get any recognition in education [due to 
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discrimination]. Tamils thought they could obtain freedom through this [the LTTE’s 
armed struggle].” 
Interview 4 
The fourth interview, conducted in person, was with a 74-year-old male who has 
lived in Canada for the past 15 years. He said that he participates in protests “frequently” 
and even recently participated in a protest on May 18,, 2014, in front of Scarborough 
Center in Toronto. He rated his own freedom of expression in Canada as a 10 out of 10, 
and felt “absolutely comfortable” in talking about Sri Lankan politics in Canada. He 
emphasized that “one should be very lucky to live in Canada. The best earth [great place 
to live] is Canada.” When asked about his opinion on the LTTE, he said: “Tigers are not 
tigers! At the start it was a non-violent movement, but then they had to take arms because 
the Sinhalese oppressed Tamils from the dawn of the age. They have kept us as slaves.” 
He was silent for a little while and said, “While the world is watching they [the 
Sinhalese] tortured and mutilated Tamils.” 
Interview 5 
The fifth interview, conducted in person, was with a 43-year-old male living in 
Canada for the past 18 years. His opinion of the LTTE was terse: “freedom fighters.” He 
rated his own freedom of expression in Canada as a 10 out of 10, and said that he is “not 
worried” about expressing his beliefs in Canada. Also, he is “absolutely comfortable” 
talking about Sri Lankan politics in Canada but has “never” participated in any protests. 
He reports that the main factor that enables his freedom of expression is “the fundamental 
right” in Canada. However, he said the support of other Tamils in Canada also helps him 
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“a lot” to express himself freely. Answering question 18, he said: “nothing happens here. 
People there [Sri Lanka] are suffering. No rights for them yet.” 
Interview 6 
The sixth interview, conducted in person, was with a 48-year-old male who has 
lived in Canada for the past 14 years. When asked about the LTTE, he said: “They [the 
LTTE] chased Muslims out of Jaffna. I am a Muslim. They did ethnic cleansing.” He 
rated his own freedom of expression in Canada as 8 out of 10, and is “not worried” about 
expressing his beliefs and opinions in Canada. However, he has “never” participated in 
any protests supporting or opposing the LTTE. He declined to provide additional 
commentary in response to open-ended Question 18. 
Interview 7 
The seventh interview, conducted in person, was with a 44-year-old male living in 
Canada for the past 14 years. He described the LTTE as “freedom fighters,” and reported 
that he has “occasionally” participated in organization or protests supporting the LTTE. 
He rated his own freedom of expression in Canada as an 8 out of 10, and felt “absolutely 
comfortable” with regard to expressing his political opinions in Canada. Also, he was 
“not worried” about expressing his beliefs in Canada. He reported that the main factor 
that enables his freedom of expression in Canada is both fundamental rights and other 
Tamils living there. He also said that other Tamils’ support in Canada helps him “a lot” 
to express his values and beliefs. In response to Question 18, he said: “Gandhi wouldn’t 
have used non-violence if he had arms and ammunition . . . Many Tamils went on a 
hunger strike [before the armed struggle] and it didn’t work.” 
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Interview 8 
The eighth interview, conducted over the telephone, was with a 65-year-old 
female who has lived in Canada for the past 20 years. When asked about the LTTE, she 
said: “I don’t think of them as terrorists. They helped our children and struggled for us.” 
She has “occasionally” participated in the protests supporting the LTTE in Toronto’s 
University Park. She rated her own freedom of expression in Canada as a 10 out of 10, 
and said: “Canada has a lot of freedom of speech. We live here freely and people here 
have a good way of life. I feel good.” 
Interview 9 
The ninth interview, conducted in person, was with an 80-year-old female who 
has lived in Canada for the past 20 years. She has participated in protests supporting the 
LTTE “occasionally” and in front of Toronto City Hall. When asked about her opinions 
of the LTTE, she said: “the LLTE brought the name of the Tamils to the World.” She 
rated her own freedom of expression as a 10 out of 10, and reported feeling “absolutely 
comfortable” in talking about Sri Lankan politics in Canada. She also said that support 
from other Tamils “doesn’t matter” in freely expressing her own values and beliefs. More 
importantly, she said: “I love the Canadian government. The Canadian government is 
doing the same good for us [Tamils] as they do for their own people [other Canadian 
citizens by birth].” In response to question 18, she answered: “Because of ethnic conflict, 
all my family left. The Canadian government support for us is very valuable. For old 
people like me their support is immeasurable. For example, Security [sic] pension.” 
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Interview 10 
The tenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 47-year-old female who has 
lived in Canada for the past 20 years. She reported that she does not talk about the 
political situation at all. However, she follows Tamil activities on the Internet through 
websites such as Facebook and Nakeeran [a Tamil magazine]. 
Interview 11 
The eleventh interview, conducted in person, was with a 29-year-old man who has 
lived in Canada for the past 12 years . When asked about the LTTE, he said: “The world 
says they are terrorists, but I absolutely refuse to accept that description.” He rated his 
own freedom of expression in Canada as a 10 out of 10, and indicates that he has 
participated in protests supporting the LTTE “frequently.” He had recently protested in 
front of the Canadian Parliament in Ottawa. He is “not worried” about expressing his 
beliefs in Canada and he is “absolutely comfortable” in talking about Sri Lankan Politics 
in Canada. When it comes to expressing his values and beliefs freely, other Tamils’ 
support “doesn’t matter” to him. In response to question 18, he stated that the Canadian 
media and the government need to address Tamil issues in greater detail.  
Interview 12 
The twelfth interview, conducted in person, was with a 75-year-old male scholar. 
Even though he had “never” participated in any Tamil protests he rated his own freedom 
of expression in Canada as 10 out of 10. He reported that he is “cautious” in talking about 
Sri Lankan politics and support from other Tamils helps him “to an extent” in expressing 
his values and beliefs. When asked about the LTTE, he said: “They did a lot of good for 
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the country [Sri Lanka]. The [Sri Lankan] government offered a lot of opportunities for 
peace, but the LTTE lost all the opportunities through greed.” In response to question 18 
[is there anything else you would like to tell me?], he said “conversations are over now. 
Participation [Tamil] is decreasing and it must increase.”  
Interview 13 
The thirteenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 54-year-old woman 
who has lived in Canada for the past 22 years. She reported that she does not discuss the 
Sri Lankan political situation at all. Also, she never reads newspapers or follows Tamil 
news on the Internet. 
Interview 14 
The fourteenth interview, conducted over the telephone, was with a 61-year-old 
male who has lived in Canada for the past 15 years. When asked about the LTTE, he 
described them as “freedom fighters who had great discipline. The LTTE are very 
honorable and ambitious.” He had participated in protests “frequently” supporting the 
LTTE, including protests in front of the Canadian Parliament in Ottawa and in downtown 
Toronto. He rated his own freedom of expression as a 10 out of 10, and he is “absolutely 
comfortable” talking about Sri Lankan politics in Canada. He reported that “to an extent,” 
other Tamils’ support helps him to freely express his beliefs and values. In response to 
Question 18, he said, “without other countries’ support, we [Tamils] cannot get 
anything.” 
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Interview 15 
The fifteenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 67-year-old male who 
has lived in Canada for the past 35 years. He rated his own freedom of expression in 
Canada as a 10 out of 10. He has participated “occasionally” in organizations or protest 
activities supporting the LTTE. More specifically, he protested in front of the United 
States Embassy in Canada, and also participated in “Bravery Day protests.” He is 
“absolutely comfortable” talking about Sri Lankan politics in Canada. When asked about 
the LTTE, he said that they are the ‘voice of the Tamils.” He reported that he needs the 
support of other Tamils to freely express his values and beliefs “to an extent.” However, 
in response to Question 18, he said: “Tamils should unite. We are the Tamils fighting for 
one land.”  
Interview 16 
The sixteenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 65-year-old female who 
has lived in Canada for the past 37 years. She rated her own freedom of expression in 
Canada as a 10 out of 10. She has participated “occasionally” in protests supporting the 
LTTE in front of the United States Embassy, and has participated in marches as a 
memorial service for the fallen LTTE soldiers. She feels “absolutely comfortable” talking 
about Sri Lankan politics in Canada, and for her, other Tamils’ support means “a lot” in 
order to freely express her beliefs and values.  
Interview 17 
The seventeenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 74-year-old female 
who has lived in Canada for the past 23 years. She has “occasionally” participated in 
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protests supporting the LTTE in Toronto. Her opinion about the LTTE was that it is a 
“good liberation organization, but violence, like suicide bombing, is not a good option or 
a good choice.” After thinking a little while, she also said: “I don’t support violence, I 
support peace.” Even though she rated her own freedom of expression in Canada as a 10 
out of 10, she felt that she could only “cautiously” talk about Sri Lankan politics in 
Canada. Also, she reported that other Tamils’ support “doesn’t matter” to help her to 
freely express her values and beliefs. She also felt that “as long as we [Tamils] don’t go 
against their [Canadian] fundamental rights, there is plenty of freedom in Canada.” 
Interview 18 
The eighteenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 76-year-old woman 
who has lived in Canada for the past 15 years. She had never participated in protests 
supporting or opposing the LTTE. When asked about the LTTE, she said “[I am] seeing 
them as the fighters of [an] important cause.” She is “absolutely comfortable” talking 
about Sri Lankan politics in Canada. For her, other Tamils’ support “doesn’t matter” in 
freely expressing her values and beliefs. She rated her own freedom of expression in 
Canada as a 10 out of 10, and said “I can talk openly or in secret about anything in 
Canada. This is more important to me than other material riches that Canada has offered 
me.”  
Interview 19 
The nineteenth interview, conducted in person, was with a 40-year-old male who 
has lived in Canada for the past 20 years. He had “occasionally” participated in protests 
supporting the LTTE, including protests in front of the Canadian Parliament in Ottawa. 
 
45 
 
When asked about the LTTE, he said that they are “freedom fighters.” He rated his own 
freedom of speech in Canada as a 9 out of 10, and he is “absolutely comfortable” in 
talking about Sri Lankan politics in Canada. For him, other Tamils’ support helps “a lot” 
in freely expressing his own values and beliefs. In response to Question 18, he said: “the 
Canadian government is not able to help us. Peace is still not reached.” 
Interview 20 
The last and twentieth interview, conducted in person, was with a 49-year-old 
male who had lived in Canada for the past 17 years. He rated his own freedom of 
expression in Canada as a 10 out of 10, and said he “occasionally” participated in protests 
supporting the LTTE. Specifically, he had participated in protests in front of the United 
States Consulate in Toronto. He said: “They [the LTTE] fought for Tamils’ rights.” He 
reported that he feels “absolutely comfortable” talking about Sri Lankan politics in 
Canada, and that other Tamil support helps him “a lot” to freely express his own beliefs 
and values. In response to question 18 he said that “the countries of the world must join 
together and solve the Tamils’ problems.” 
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CHAPTER 7 
INTERVIEWS WITH TAMIL COMMUNITY LEADERS 
Interviews with Tamil community leaders were conducted in order to ascertain a 
macro-level perspective of the community’s freedom of speech. Below is a transcription 
of the interview conducted with Toronto’s Tamil community leader.  
1.  Are there topics that Tamils refrain from discussing in public in Canada? 
Yes. It is about caste. This subject is avoided in public discussion. But the 
caste factor may come up when contracting marriage. But caste is 
becoming a non-issue in love marriages. 
2.  How active is your community when it comes to political protests for the 
Tamil causes in Sri Lanka? 
I will say moderately active. It is not easy to organize protests especially 
during the winter. It involves money, time and efforts. 
3.  How many Tamils usually come to protests or demonstrations when there is 
an open invitation? 
Around 200 to 300. It could be less sometimes depending on the subject 
matter of the protest or the weather. Less people will join a protest if it is 
snowing. 
4.  Can you describe these protests or demonstrations with regard to the nature of 
the participants? 
The question is not clear. What is “nature of the participants?” Only 
highly motivated individuals participate in demonstrations. 
5.  Can you describe these protests or demonstrations with regard to their focus 
and rhetoric? 
What do you mean by rhetoric? These are serious demonstrations. It is not 
done for fun or for the sake of demonstrating. 
Researcher: Oh, I meant “rhetoric” as a secondary meaning of Webster: 
“the art or skill of speaking or writing 
formally and effectively especially as a way to persuade or influence 
people.” 
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I apologize that I was not aware of the second meaning. 1) 
Placards, pamphlets, slogans, banners, signs, etc.; 2) Before we take to the 
streets we go on radio, television, newspapers, etc.; 3) The 
demonstrations/public meetings are always peaceful and the police always 
give full support. 
6. What is your personal opinion of the LTTE? 
They fought for a cause which they passionately believed in. After 9/11 
the world changed. The distinction between good terrorists and bad 
terrorists vanished. All those who bore arms were considered terrorists per 
se. Thus the LTTE failed to take note of the change in geopolitical 
dynamics and to change their tactics. They carried on as usual and as a 
result the whole world ganged up against them and destroyed them. 
Below is the interview conducted with New York City’s selected Tamil 
community leader: 
1.  Are there topics that Tamils refrain from discussing in public in the United 
States? 
When the media approaches individuals, one on one, the majority will 
refrain from accusing the Sri Lankan government of discrimination. There 
are examples, where the Sri Lankan government has collected an 
individual’s identity to be used against them at appropriate times such as 
“passport renewal” or “visa application”. 
2.  How active is your community when it comes to political protests for the 
Tamil causes in Sri Lanka? 
Strength depends on the events at a given time. 
 
3.  How many Tamils usually come to protests or demonstrations when there is 
an open invitation? 
150 to 200 participants since 1983 thru 2009 at places like in front of the 
UN in NYC, in front of City Halls or in front of the Sri Lankan High 
Commission in NYC/Washington DC except for a few specific events 
such as: 
August/1983 – about 3,000 in front of the United Nations (several days) 
March/2009 – about 7,000 in front of the White House 
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May /2009 – about 4,000 in NYC’s Times Square  
4.  Can you describe these protests or demonstrations with regard to the nature of 
the participants? 
Political – We try to broadcast our feelings to the American Media, the 
local governments, the UN and the White House 
5.  Can you describe these protests or demonstrations with regard to their focus 
and rhetoric? 
Urging external agencies to re-direct Sri Lankan Government’s agenda 
towards the Tamil minority 
6.  What is your personal opinion of the LTTE? 
Freedom fighters. 
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CHAPTER 8 
ANALYSIS AND LESSONS LEARNED 
Qualitative Remarks on Freedom of Expression 
Canadian Tamils offered many positive, glowing words of praise regarding their 
experience with Canada’s freedom of expression. More than one third of the Canadian 
Tamils participating in this research spontaneously raved about Canada’s freedom of 
expression, or the country itself, when they were asked whether there was anything 
additional they would like to share with me. The following are examples of their words of 
praise. 
1. “[Canada] is a country where freedom of expression is guaranteed in the 
constitution. In Canada I am in a very good position to express [my] own 
opinions”; 
 
2. “One should be very lucky to live in Canada…The best earth is Canada”; 
 
3. “Nothing [bad] happens here. People there [in Sri Lanka] are suffering. No 
rights for them yet”; 
 
4. “Canada has a lot of freedom of speech. We live here freely and people here 
get a good way of life…I feel good”; 
 
5. “I love the Canadian government. The Canadian government is doing the 
same for us [Tamils] as they do for their own people [other Canadian citizens 
by birth] . . . the Canadian government support for us is very valuable. For old 
people like me their support is immeasurable. For example, security pension”;  
 
6. “As long as we [Tamils] don’t go against their [Canadian] fundamental rights, 
there is a plenty of freedom in Canada”; 
 
7. “I can talk openly and freely in Canada. This is more important to me than 
other material riches that Canada has offered me.” 
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In contrast, about half of the interviewees in the United States reported some 
degree of “fear” of the U.S. government, or praised Canada as faring better than the 
United States within this realm: 
1. Tamils [in the U.S.] are used as spies to snitch on other Tamils. One of the 
snitches, who happened to be a friend of my brother, videotaped our protests. 
The FBI showed us videotapes of us participating in protests and threatened 
[and frightened] us. 
2. This participant also stated that “they [the U.S. government or FBI] have to 
stop restraining us from solving the Sri Lankan problems.” The following are 
excerpts from other interviews of Tamils in the United States. “Freedom of 
speech is here but only to an extent” . . . “Tamil problems expressed here [by 
Tamils] are restricted by the Sinhalese [Sri Lankan] government through the 
U.S. government. It is worse especially after 9/11” ... “They [the U.S. 
government] can deport you or can put you in jail”; 
 
3. “If Tamils are all together, then they can achieve more, but they are not united 
in this country”;  
 
4. “In the U.S., text messages are intercepted, phone messages are intercepted . . 
. we are worried” . . . “No justice. No Talk. Free speech is reduced in this 
country. Muslims and everyone [and people of other religions] are locked up. 
Guantanamo Bay is a mistake. I am afraid of everything”;  
 
5. “Freedom of speech is only for the people who have the means, lobby and 
influence. I, as a Tamil, belong to the negligible minority” . . . “our [Tamil] 
cause is nothing here in U.S. We are here to make a living”; 
 
6. “[Tamils in the United States] feel frightened” . . . “In the United States, only 
10% have a real sense of freedom of expression, 50% have no real sense of 
freedom of expression, and 40% are scared”;  
 
7. “Canada is more openly accepting of asylum [for Tamils], and there are more 
cultural festivals. Here I just do my job and there is not much awareness even 
among South Asian Tamils. Before Canadian Tamils marched in protests, 
there were no Tamils protesting in the U.S.” 
 
This contrast demonstrates that multiple factors, perhaps stemming from fear, 
prevent the United States Tamils from exercising their freedom of expression in the 
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United States to the same degree as their counterparts in Canada. On the other hand, the 
patriotically positive confidence of the Tamil minorities in Canada seems to facilitate 
their praise for their government, as well as exercise their freedom of expression with 
minimal to no reservations.  
The contrast between Canadian and United States Tamils when it comes to 
freedom of expression seems to exist even among the community leaders. The first 
response of the U.S. Tamil community leader is very important when it comes to 
demonstrating fear among the U.S. Tamil protestors:  
When the media approaches individuals, one on one, the majority will refrain 
from accusing the Sri Lankan government of discrimination. There are examples, 
where the Sri Lankan government has collected individuals’ identity to be used 
against them at appropriate times such as ‘passport renewal’ or ‘Visa application.’ 
Quantitative Analysis of Freedom of Expression 
In addition to the qualitative description, quantitative data was analyzed for every 
question in the survey and they are attached in Appendix A. The software used for 
quantitative analysis of all the survey questions was SPSS. Question 14 was also used to 
calculate and compare feelings of freedom of expression between Canadian Tamils and 
United States Tamils. As noted above, question 14 reads as follows: “On a scale from 1 
to 10, with 1 being the lowest and 10 being the highest, what number would you give for 
your own freedom of expression in _________ (U.S. or Canada)?”). This is the only 
survey question that consisted of truly continuous data. Because one primary aspect of 
the hypothesis was that Canadians and Americans would have different feelings 
regarding their freedom of expression, an independent samples t-test was performed in 
order to test the difference in the mean amount of reported freedom of expression 
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between the two countries. The independent samples t-test determines whether the 
difference in means found in the two samples (US. vs. Canada) are more different than 
would be expected by chance variation in the samples.  
As predicted, the t-test revealed a significant difference between United States 
Tamil immigrants and Canadian Tamil immigrants in their experience of freedom of 
expression (t(33)=-2.874, p=.009), with United States Tamils (M=7.72, SD = 2.63) 
reporting less freedom of expression than Canadian Tamils (M=9.58, SD =.80). In this 
formula, 33 indicates the degrees of freedom (in the case of this survey, degrees of 
freedom is calculated by subtracting two from the sample of 35), and -2.874 is the t 
statistic. It is negative because we are comparing United States Tamils to Canadian 
Tamils, and United States Tamils reported less freedom of expression than Canadian 
Tamils. Even if the comparison is the other way the value is going to be negative, as it is 
just a relative difference. The p = .009 is statistically significant. Also, in the table below, 
.61996 shows how much variation was in United States Tamil group sample, and the 
value was used to calculate the T statistic. Similarly, the value .19287 is the Canadian 
equivalent of how much chance of variation is in the Canadian Tamil group sample. 
The mean score of freedom of expression for Canadian Tamils is 9.8 out of 10, 
whereas the United States Tamil group average is 7.72 out of 10. That is an average 
difference of 2.08 out of 10. These results from the independent samples t-test suggest 
that this sample of U.S. Tamils perceive that they have less freedom of expression 
compared to the Canadian Tamils in their respective countries. Please see Table 2 and 
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Table 3 for t-test results. Also see Figure 2 for a comparison of freedom of expression 
between Canadian Tamils and the U.S. Tamils. 
Table 2. Mean freedom of expression reported, Canadian versus American immigrants 
 Country N M SD SE mean 
      
FreedomExpression America 18 7.7222 2.63027 .61996 
Canada 17 9.5882 .79521 .19287 
      
 
Table 3. Independent samples test 
 Freedom 
Expression 
Leven’s test for 
equality of 
variances t test for equality of means 
F Sig. t df 
Sig.  
(2-tailed) 
Mean 
difference 
SE 
difference 
        
Equal variances 
assumed 
23.331 .000 -2.804 33 .008 -1.86601 .66537 
Equal variances 
not assumed 
  -2.874 20.248 .009 -1.86601 .64927 
        
 
 
Figure 2. American versus Canadian immigrants’ ratings of freedom of expression. The 
vertical axis indicates the “freedom of expression” reported by participants.  
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One might wonder whether this difference in freedom of expression persists 
across varying demographic information. In fact, this difference in freedom of expression 
was robust across a number of demographic variables. Analysis of covariance 
(ANCOVA) was used to adjust for several demographic variables in order to determine if 
the country effect found in the t-test was only driven by differences in the demographics 
of each country’s sample. The ANCOVA carries out a comparison of means while 
adjusting for the means of other variables of interest. In this case, an ANCOVA was first 
performed with gender as a covariate. This analysis, shown below in Table 2, determined 
whether the effect still remained after adjusting for gender. The ANCOVA with gender as 
a covariate revealed that the difference remained statistically significant even when 
adjusting for gender (F(1,32)=7.39, p=.011).  
In short, this means that the effect of country (United States vs. Canada) on 
freedom of expression is statistically significant regardless of the gender of the 
respondent. F is a test statistic and the value of 7.39 for this sample corresponds to a p 
value of .011, which is statistically significant. Degrees of freedom are represented by (1, 
32) with the first number signifying the number of groups minus 1 that are covariates and 
the second number (32) signifying the total number of respondents in the two samples. 
The p value is statistically significant because it is less than 0.05. See Table 4 for gender 
adjusted findings on freedom of expression. 
A second ANCOVA was performed in order to see if the effect remained while 
adjusting for educational level. Participants’ responses for education were converted into 
a dichotomous variable (low vs. high education), with “high” education defined as 
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completing at least a college degree, and “low” education defined as an education level 
less than a completed college degree. Please check the Table 3 for Education Di. The 
ANCOVA revealed that the effect was still significant (F(1,30)=18.32, p<.001), even 
when controlling for educational level. See Table 5 for education adjusted findings on 
freedom of expression. 
Table 4. Perceptions of Freedom (Q. 14) in the Two Samples Controlling for Gender 
Differences in the Samples 
Source df Mean square F Sig. 
     
Corrected model 2 15.477 3.893 .031 
Intercept 1 312.499 78.605 .000 
Gender 1 .511 .128 .722 
Country 1 29.362 7.386 .011 
Error 32 3.976   
Total 35    
Corrected total 34    
     
 
Table 5. Perceptions of freedom (Q. 14) in the two samples controlling for educational 
level differences in the samples 
Source 
Type III sum of 
squares df Mean square F Sig. 
      
Corrected model 66.546a 2 33.273 11.174 .000 
Intercept 93.007 1 93.007 31.234 .000 
Education_DI 32.723 1 32.723 10.989 .002 
Country 54.545 1 54.545 18.318 .000 
Error 89.332 30 2.978   
Total 2600.000 33    
Corrected total 155.879 32    
      
Note: Dependent variable = FreedomExpression. 
a R2 = .427 (Adjusted R2 = .389). 
Finally, the effect remained while performing an ANCOVA with income level as 
a covariate (F(1,32)=7.79, p=.009). Just as with education, participants’ responses for 
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income were converted into a dichotomous variable (low vs. high income), with “high” 
income defined as earning at least $30,000 annually, and “low” income defined as an 
income level less than $30,000 annually. See Table 6 for income adjusted findings on 
freedom of expression.  
Table 6. Perceptions of freedom (Q. 14) in the two samples controlling for income level 
differences in the samples 
Source 
Type III sum of 
squares df Mean square F Sig. 
      
Corrected model 35.221a 2 17.611 4.583 .018 
Intercept 224.902 1 224.902 58.535 .000 
Income_DI 4.779 1 4.779 1.244 .273 
Country 29.934 1 29.934 7.791 .009 
Error 122.950 32 3.842   
Total 2764.000 35    
Corrected total 158.171 34    
      
Note: Dependent variable = FreedomExpression. 
a R2 = .223 (Adjusted R2 = .174). 
Taken together, these analyses of the continuous variable measuring freedom of 
expression suggests that Canadians and American immigrants differ significantly in their 
freedom of expression, and the difference persists even after adjusting for gender, 
education, and income.  
Preliminary Analysis: Survey Question with Categorical Data 
The rest of the survey questions contained categorical choices and were analyzed 
to investigate the frequencies of responses for each response item for both United States 
Tamil and Canadian Tamil groups. In order to compare United States Tamil and 
Canadian Tamil responses in each survey question, cross-tabulations with Pearson Chi 
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Square analyses were performed. The Pearson Chi Square statistic compares the expected 
frequency of each categorical survey answer if there is no relationship (which would 
produce equal frequencies in the cells), and then compares the expected to the actual 
frequencies. All cross-tabulations and their statistics can be seen in Appendix A. 
In the chi square analyses, four survey questions were found to have different 
observed frequencies than expected by chance when comparing the United States and 
Canadian Tamil samples. First, and relevant to the hypothesis [that respondents from 
areas in which the minority group’s population size and density (i.e. concentration in a 
certain area) is greater, such as Canada, would exhibit greater self-expression of 
politically controversial topics—such as the LTTE—than respondents from places such 
as the United States, where the minority group’s population size and density is relatively 
less. Question 30 revealed that the percentage of immigrants who lived in neighborhoods 
with Tamils vs. mostly non-Tamils differed marginally by country, F2 (1, 
N=39)=2.67,p=.060. Where the first number signifies the degrees of freedom (N-1), 39 
represents the total number of participants for this test, because one person of the 
combined sample total of 40 did not respond to this question. Although the p value is 
close to 0.05 and the observed difference was not quite significant, the difference was in 
a direction supporting the hypothesis that Tamils who lived in neighborhoods with 
greater numbers of Tamils were more likely to feel comfortable expressing their feelings 
about the LTTE.  
The hypothesis for this study was that participants from areas in which the 
minority group’s population size and density (i.e. concentration in a certain area) is 
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greater, such as Canada, would exhibit greater self-expression of politically controversial 
topics—such as the LTTE—than participants from places such as the United States, 
where the minority group’s population size and density is relatively less. While only four 
United States Tamils reported living in a neighborhood with many or some Tamils (and 
15 reported living among mostly non-Tamils), 10 Canadians reported living with many or 
some Tamils (and 10 reported living with mostly non-Tamils). See Table 7 for 
neighborhood composition of both groups, and Table 8 for its Chi-square test and 
statistical significance.  
Table 7. USA versus Canada: Neighborhood composition crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
Neighborhood_Di 
Total 
Many or some 
Tamils 
Mostly non-
Tamils 
     
America n 4 15 19 
 % 21.1 78.9 100 
     
Canada n 10 10 20 
 % 50.0 50.0 100 
     
Total n 14 25 39 
% 35.9 64.1 100 
     
 
Table 8. Chi-square test for Neighborhood composition crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig. 
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(1-sided) 
      
3HDUVRQȤ2 3.548 1 .060   
Fisher’s exact test    .096 .060 
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This finding that more Canadian Tamils (50% of the participants) live among 
other Tamils supports the hypothesis that a larger settlement of ethnic minorities is 
correlated with a perception of greater freedom of expression.  
The second finding in the analysis of the categorical survey questions was that the 
percentage of immigrants that felt their current country was sympathetic to Sri Lankan 
politics differed marginally by country, F2 (2, N=36)=3.34,p=.188. See Table 9 for a 
comparison of each group’s perception of its adopted country’s sympathies for their 
home country’s political cause. See Table 10 for the Chi-square test and its statistical 
significance. 
Table 9. Feeling of Home Country’s Sympathy crosstabulation, American versus 
Canadian immigrants 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
Adopted Country Feeling 
Total Sympathetic 
Aware but 
apathetic Ignorant 
      
America n 5 11 2 18 
 % 27.8 61.1 11.1 100 
      
Canada n 9 9 0 18 
 % 50.0 50.0 0.0 100 
      
Total n 14 20 2 36 
% 38.9 55.6 5.6 100 
      
 
Table 10. Chi-square test for Feeling of Home Country’s Sympathy crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
3HDUVRQȤ2 3.343a 2 .188 
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Again, the observed difference was not quite statistically significant. However, 
the difference was in a direction that makes sense in terms of the qualitative analysis that 
U.S. Tamils tend more often to report fear of their adopted country’s government. 
Quantitative data suggests that U.S. Tamils feel their government is either “aware but 
apathetic” or “ignorant” but not “sympathetic” towards their Sri Lankan political cause. 
Only five United States Tamils described their country as sympathetic to Sri Lankan 
politics, while nearly double that number (nine) of Canadians reported that their country 
was sympathetic.  
Another finding from the analysis of the categorical survey questions was that the 
percentage of immigrants that were comfortable discussing Sri Lankan politics differed 
by country, F2 (1, N=38)=2.66,p=.103. The N of 38, rather than 40, was due to two 
surveys with missing data. Again, while the observed difference was not quite significant, 
the difference was in a direction supporting the original hypothesis of the dissertation 
[The hypothesis of this study is that respondents from areas in which the minority group’s 
population size and density (i.e. concentration in a certain area) is greater, such as 
Canada, would exhibit greater self-expression of politically controversial topics—such as 
the LTTE—than respondents from places such as the United States, where the minority 
group’s population size and density is relatively less.] While only eight Americans 
reported being comfortable discussing politics (11 reported not being comfortable), 12 
Canadians reported feeling comfortable discussing politics. In contrast, six Canadians 
reported not feeling comfortable discussing politics. See Table 11 for a comparison of 
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each group’s comfort discussing politics. See Table 12 for the Chi-square test and its 
statistical significance. 
Table 11. Comfort in Discussing Politics crosstabulation, Canadian versus American 
immigrants 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
NervousPolitics_Di 
Total Comfortable 
Cautious / not 
comfortable 
     
America n 8 10 18 
 % 44.4 55.6 100 
     
Canada n 12 6 18 
 % 66.7 33.3 100 
     
Total n 20 16 36 
% 55.6 44.4 100 
     
 
Table 12. Chi-square test for Comfort in Discussing Politics crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig. 
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(1-sided) 
      
3HDUVRQȤ2 1.800a 1 .180   
      
 
These data, shown in Table 11, may indicate not only that Canadian Tamils feel 
more “comfortable” expressing controversial political opinions, but also that they do not 
fear reprisal from their government. 
Finally, it was found that the United States Tamil sample tends to feel that greater 
media support of Tamils would particularly help improve their freedom of expression, to 
a greater degree than Canadian participants (F2 (3, N=37)=7.41,p=.06). Seven United 
States Tamils felt that media support would improve their freedom of expression, 
compared to only one Canadian Tamil. Specific causes for such a difference warrants 
 
62 
 
further research and exploration. See Table 13 for changes that could improve perceived 
freedom of expression among both groups. See Table 14 for the Chi-square test and its 
statistical significance. 
Table 13. Changes that Could Improve Freedom of Expression crosstabulation,US versus 
Canada 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
ChangeImprove 
Total 
More Tamil 
participation 
More media 
support 
All of the 
above 
Don’t 
know 
       
America n 0 7 9 2 18 
 % 0.0 38.9 50.0 11.1 100 
       
Canada n 1 1 13 2 17 
 % 5.9 5.9 76.5 11.8 100 
       
Total n 1 8 22 4 35 
% 2.9 22.9 62.9 11.4 100 
       
 
Table 14. Chi-square test for Changes that Could Improve Freedom of Expression 
crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
3HDUVRQȤ2 6.204a 3 .102 
    
 
Further Investigation: Two-Way ANOVA Investigating Freedom of Expression and 
Fear of Bad Things Happening if Discussing Sri Lankan Politics 
 
At this point, one might wonder why the United States Tamils report less freedom 
of expression compared to the Canadian Tamils. A two-way Analysis of Variance 
(ANOVA) was used to determine if 1) one’s country (US. vs. Canada), and 2) the extent 
to which one feels bad things could happen to them if they discuss Sri Lankan politics, 
both interact to predict how much freedom of expression is experienced by any 
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individual. The two-way ANOVA tests the extent to which mean differences in every cell 
of each variable are more than expected by chance variation within each cell. In this case, 
the prediction involves an interaction, which stipulates that the effect of one variable on 
the dependent variables changes depending on what value the second variable has. Here, 
the prediction is that while being a United States Tamil or a Canadian Tamil predicts 
different freedom of expression scores, the extent to which one fears negative 
consequences determines whether the first effect occurs or not. Please see the 
corresponding Figure 3 for further description. 
 
Figure 3. Proposed model: Country predicting freedom of expression, moderated by fear 
of negative consequences when expressing controversial beliefs. 
The two-way ANOVA indeed revealed a significant interaction between country 
and a fear of “bad” consequences occurring if the participant expresses his or her beliefs 
on controversial issues (F(3,31)=7.41,p=.011). Where three is the degrees of freedom, 31 
is the number of respondents, and a p of .011 is statistically significant. The answer 
choices for question 10 has “Yes, I am worried about it,” “No, I am not worried about it 
at all,” “I am cautious but can express carefully, and fourth choice “Refused or do not 
know (do not read)” To make it a dichotomous variable the first and third choice is 
Country 
Fear of Bad 
Consequences if 
 
Freedom of 
Expression 
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combined to one and the second choice as a single variable. See Table 15 for the Two-
Way ANOVA, which illustrates the interaction between the country and fear of negative 
consequences for expressing controversial political beliefs. Also, see Table 16 for its 
statistical significance.  
Table 15. Two-Way ANOVA: Country × Fear of Bad Things Happening predicting 
freedom of expression 
Source 
Type III sum of 
squares df Mean square F Sig. 
      
Corrected model 65.852a 3 21.951 7.371 .001 
Intercept 2611.566 1 2611.566 876.939 .000 
Country 30.004 1 30.004 10.075 .003 
BadifExpress_Di 12.307 1 12.307 4.133 .051 
Country × 
BadifExpress_Di 
22.071 1 22.071 7.411 .011 
Error 92.319 31 2.978   
Total 2764.000 35    
Corrected total 158.171 34    
      
Note: Dependent Variable = FreedomExpression. 
a R2 = .416 (Adjusted R2 = .360). 
Table 16. Analysis of the Effect of Perceptions of Negative Consequences on the 
Perception of Freedom of Expression 
BadifExpress_Di 
Sum of 
squares df Mean square F Sig. 
      
Worried / 
cautious 
Contrast 53.389 1 53.389 17.927 .000 
Error 92.319 31 2.978   
Not worried Contrast .295 1 .295 .099 .755 
Error 92.319 31 2.978   
       
Note: Dependent variable = FreedomExpression. Each F tests the simple effects of 
Country within each level combination of the other effects shown. These tests are based 
on the linearly independent pairwise comparisons among the estimated marginal means. 
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This significant finding in Table 8 for “country* badifexpress” suggests that the 
difference found in the perception of freedom of expression in each country is 
significantly changed depending on how much fear one has of “bad” consequences 
occurring if one expresses controversial political opinions (see Figure 3). Indeed, Table 9 
confirmed that differences in the freedom of expression between the United States and 
Canada are driven by those who are worried “bad” things could happen (F(1,31)=17.927, 
p<.001), and not by those that are not worried (F(1,31)=.099, p=.755). See Figure 4, 
which explains the interaction between fear and freedom of expression. 
 
Figure 4. Interaction of Country and Fear of Bad Things Happening predicting freedom 
of expression. Error bars represent standard error of the means. Two-Way ANOVA 
results: The vertical axis indicates the “freedom of expression” reported by the 
participants. 
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As the bar graph and post-hoc comparisons reveal, the interaction specifically 
suggests that the difference in freedom of expression found between Canadian and United 
States Tamil groups may depend on a fear of negative consequences if they express their 
beliefs. Specifically, the analysis demonstrated that when Tamil Americans do not feel a 
fear of negative backlash or punishment, they perceive the same amount of freedom of 
expression as Canadians. However, when Americans do fear negative consequences, they 
report significantly less freedom of expression than Canadians. This quantitative finding 
is further supported by the qualitative data that fear among the U.S. Tamils affects their 
perception of their freedom of expression.  
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CHAPTER 9 
LESSONS LEARNED REGARDING FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION 
Quantitative analysis appears to agree with the qualitative analysis that there is a 
perception of less freedom of expression among United States Tamils compared to 
Canadian Tamils, and it also confirms higher degrees of fear among the United States 
sample if they express opinions on controversial issues. When combined, the qualitative 
and quantitative data also strongly suggest that the United States Tamils fear the U.S. 
government. This is where the mixed methods approach is useful because the quantitative 
method alone does not completely answer the inquiry regarding perceptions of “freedom 
of expression.” The quantitative data indicate a perception of greater freedom of 
expression amongst the Canadian Tamils compared to Tamils in the United States. This 
effect remains significant even when the demographic variables are controlled for. 
However, the interviews themselves of the United States Tamils, reveal hesitation and 
fear, including fear of their government’s covert programs, being a “negligible” minority 
in the eyes of the United States government, a perception that the United States 
government only protects groups with greater influence, the difficulties of immigration to 
the United States compared to the Canadian immigration process, and less cultural 
awareness of Tamils in the United States. These perceptions lead the United States 
Tamils to feel that they are not accepted into the American mosaic. 
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Qualitative Themes of United States Tamils 
Distrust of the U.S. Government 
In addition to comments made by the U.S. Tamil sample explaining their distrust 
of the United States government, they also demonstrated this worry and fear through their 
body language and tone. Some of them even asked the interviewer fearful questions such 
as “Do you work as a spy for the U.S. government?” Their answers were typically quite 
serious, and were never tinged with a smile or laughter.  
Mixed Feelings about the LTTE 
More than one third (seven out of the twenty participants) of the U.S. Tamils’ 
answers about the LTTE demonstrated ambivalence or mixed feelings. For example, 
comments included the following: 
1. “Their reason for fighting is good, but their means are not always correct” “If 
they [the LTTE] had achieved what they set out to do, then no Tamil would 
have needed to come here [to the U.S.]”;  
2. “Their [LTTE] goals are correct, carrying arms are good. Never should they 
have killed leaders of other countries, like Rajiv Gandhi of India and 
Premadasha of Sri Lanka. The LTTE has no leadership knowledge”; 
3. “The cause is right. The LTTE organization’s dealings and approach with the 
Tamil diaspora were unacceptable”;  
4. “Fighting for the Tamil people. There were traitors on the lower level like the 
commanders of units who swindled money [coming from the Tamil diaspora 
around the world to Sri Lanka to support the LTTE cause]. [Tamil] women 
appreciated the LTTE”; 
5. “Good. OK. I don’t have much interest in the LTTE. Peace is what I want”; 
6. [With a tone of indifference and shrug of the shoulders] “They tried their 
best.” 
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These answers about the LTTE were different from the answers provided by the 
Tamils on the Canadian side. Even the United States Tamil community leader, who gave 
detailed answers for all other questions, just gave two words when asked about the 
LTTE: “freedom fighters.” Possibly, the United States Tamils’ mixed answers could be 
interpreted as fear about fully praising the LTTE as it is banned as a terrorist organization 
in the United States. These interviewees might fear reprisal from the United States 
government. Among the Canadian Tamils, there was only one who did not express 
support for the LTTE. An additional explanation for the ambivalence could be that the 
United States media is projecting a “mixed image” of the LTTE. However, Tamils in the 
United States more often follow the websites “Lankasri” for Sri Lankan Tamil news (nine 
out of twenty participants), just as the Canadian Tamils (ten out of twenty participants) 
tend to do. Thus, it is not likely that media perceptions in the United States are altering 
their views.  
Hesitation to Disclose Information 
At least a few of the U.S. Tamils, after contacting me to schedule an interview, 
postponed it multiple times. Many of the U.S. Tamils gave short answers rather than 
elaborating as the Canadian sample did. They seemed cautious in their usage of words. 
Emotions were controlled and there was a clear lack of openness. The U.S. Tamils 
appeared worried sometimes about answering questions related to their activities (i.e., 
protests) supporting the LTTE. Many conveyed, with sadness, that “something bad could 
happen” to them for speaking up about their beliefs and values. The U.S. Tamils’ body 
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language was also noteworthy, as many of them crossed their arms and appeared 
physically constricted. 
Qualitative Themes of Canadian Tamils 
Positive Attitudes about Canadian Government 
In contrast with the U.S. sample, none of the Canadian Tamils made negative 
comments about their government. Six U.S. Tamils criticized the US government. 
However, no Canadian Tamils criticized the Canadian government. Also, Canadian 
Tamils did not demonstrate overt fear or concern about their government. On the other 
hand, almost half (nine out of the twenty) of the Canadian respondents spontaneously 
praised their government or their country during the interview. Some of them even 
directly mentioned that Canada has provided them with full freedom of expression, and 
that it is very important to them. 
Very Positive Comments about the LTTE 
Among Canadian Tamils, only two respondents reported mixed feelings about the 
LTTE, and only one participant conveyed a negative impression. However, seven out of 
the twenty U.S. Tamils expressed mixed feelings about their government. In fact, half of 
the Canadian respondents (ten out of the twenty respondents) made very positive 
comments about the LTTE, which often included a strong defense. Their statements 
included the following: 
1. The LTTE “did an amazing job. Brilliant!  
2. “[The LTTE are] freedom fighters, formed due to the discrimination of Tamils. 
They fought and sacrificed”; 
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3. “Tigers are not tigers! At the start it was a non-violent movement, then they had 
to take arms because the Sinhalese oppressed the Tamils from the dawn of the 
age. They have kept us as slaves”; 
4. “I don’t think of them as terrorists. They helped our children and struggled for 
us”; 
5. “The LTTE brought the name Tamils to the World”; 
6. “The world says they [the LTTE] are terrorists but I reject that absolutely”;  
7. “[They are] freedom fighters with great discipline. The LTTE is very honorable 
and ambitious”;  
8. [The LTTE is the] “Voice of the Tamils”;  
9. “[I am] seeing them as fighters of an important cause”;  
10. “They [the LTTE] fought for Tamils’ rights.” 
Comparing these highly positive comments of the Canadian Tamils to the 
numerous mixed U.S. Tamil comments about the LTTE, one discerns an enormous 
difference. In contrast to the U.S. Tamils, the Canadian Tamils typically do not hesitate to 
praise and defend the LTTE, regardless of the fact that the LTTE is also banned as a 
terrorist organization in Canada. Even the Canadian Tamil community leader, in contrast 
to the U.S. Tamil community leader, was apologetic and protective of the LTTE:  
They fought for a cause which they passionately believed in. After 9/11 the world 
changed. The distinction between good terrorists and bad terrorists vanished. All 
those who bore arms were considered terrorists per se. The LTTE failed to take 
note of the change in geopolitical dynamics and change tactics. They carried on as 
usual and as a result the whole world ganged up against them and destroyed them. 
Openness to Discussion 
Each one of the Canadian Tamils who agreed to participate in an interview 
provided more information than was asked for, and spoke more quickly than notes could 
be taken of everything they said. The interviews were not audio recorded. However, I 
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asked them to repeat their statements again as needed, so I could fully and correctly 
transcribe their statements. They were typically passionate, sharing stories as if they were 
sharing them with a good friend. Their tone was clear and loud, and unlike the U.S. 
sample, there was not any apparent inhibition or suspicion about my motives. The 
language of the interviews was also filled with positive and hopeful words when speaking 
about Canada or its government. 
Interest in Activism 
When the Canadian Tamils asked me what I was going to do with this 
information, many encouraged me to publish it and bring greater awareness to Tamil 
causes. Compared to the U.S. Tamils, they spoke in much greater detail about their 
LTTE-related protests, the problems that Tamils face in Sri Lanka, and what should be 
done in the future to resolve the crisis and bring peace. 
Limitations  
The limitations of this research study include the possibility of self-selection bias. 
In particular, those who chose to participate may have been more inclined to freely 
express their beliefs. As a result, those with less freedom of expression may be poorly 
represented in the study. However, as this limitation applies to both samples (Canadian 
and U.S.), it is unlikely to affect the comparison. In addition, there is the possibility that 
participants might have biased their responses due to preconceived notions about how to 
present favorably, particularly since the interviewer is also of Tamil background. Again, 
this limitation applies to both samples and would not affect the comparisons. 
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Future Research 
As stated above, future research on this subject would benefit from greater sample 
sizes to improve power and precision. It would also be useful to include a question about 
the citizenship status of Tamil participants in both countries. This can better address 
possible links between freedom of expression and concerns about deportation. 
Conclusion  
This study sought to determine whether Tamils in Canada perceived greater 
freedom of expression compared to United States Tamils, and if so, whether this 
difference might be attributable to the social strength derived from a larger and denser 
Tamil population in Canada. The key finding of this research is that the United States 
Tamils are collectively exercising less freedom of expression compared to the Canadian 
Tamils, and the data suggest that this is—at least, in large part—because they fear their 
government.  
On the other hand, Tamils in both countries are more inclined to participate in 
LTTE activities when they are living in Tamil neighborhoods. Also, the more immigrants 
felt that support from Tamils enabled their freedom of expression, the more they felt it 
would be difficult to express themselves in their adopted country if they lost the support 
of other Tamils. Thus, the support and presence of other Tamils does have a positive 
impact on perceptions of freedom of expression even while fear of the government has a 
significantly negative impact.  
Freedom of expression is arguably at the core of a well-functioning democratic 
society. In a post-9/11, post-Edward Snowden era, the clash between security and liberty 
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may be particularly salient to Americans. If the United States government disregards the 
liberties of a minority group in the name of national security, then fear of government 
creeps into the heart of its democracy, tearing at the fabric of trust and “social capital.”47 
A government that does not address the heightened fears of government among 
minorities is doing a disservice to its democracy. Civil rights are called into question. The 
United States government may be inadvertently forcing out the voices of countless 
members of our society, making a “right” of free speech into a privilege available to 
select members of particular economic, social, and racial groups. For centuries, 
Americans took pride in their country’s individual liberties. The United States founders 
valued freedom of expression so greatly that they established that right as the first one 
among the Bill of Rights. The problem of a group of minorities continuing to feel afraid 
to exercise their first amendment rights must be addressed so that “security and liberty 
may prosper together.”48 
 
47. Robert Putnam, Bowling Alone: The Collapse and Revival of American Community (New 
York: Simon & Schuster, 2001). 
48. Dwight D. Eisenhower, “Military Industrial Complex,” presidential address, January, 17, 
1961, accessed July 10, 2014, http://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/eisenhower001.asp. 
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APPENDIX A 
QUANTITATIVE DATA FOR SURVEY QUESTIONS 
Question 1: Tell me about your reasons for immigrating here. Why did you choose 
________ (Canada or the U.S.) rather than ________ (Canada or the U.S.)? 
 
Table A1. Country × ReasonsImmigrating crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
ReasonsImmigrating 
Total Family 
More 
Tamils Opportunities 
Fast 
immigration 
papers 
Don’t 
know 
        
America n 12 1 5 1 1 20 
 % 60.0 5.0 25.0 5.0 5.0 100 
        
Canada n 14 1 4 1 0 20 
 % 70.0 5.0 20.0 5.0 0.0 100 
        
Total n 26 2 9 2 1 40 
% 65.0 5.0 22.5 5.0 2.5 100 
        
 
Table A2. Chi-square test for Country × ReasonsImmigrating crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 1.265a 4 .867 
Likelihood ratio 1.652 4 .799 
Linear-by-linear association .709 1 .400 
N of valid cases 40   
    
Note: Proportion of answers not significant between countries.  
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Question 3: Do you follow the news or community discussions about Sri Lankan 
political situation?  
 
Table A3. Country × FollowNews crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
FollowNews 
Total Regularly Not regularly Not at all 
     
America n 9 8 3 20 
 % 45.0 40.0 15.0 100 
      
Canada n 11 8 1 20 
 % 55.0 40.0 5.0 100 
      
Total n 20 16 4 40 
% 50.0 40.0 10.0 100 
      
 
Table A4. Chi-square test for Country × FollowNews crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 1.200 2 .549 
Likelihood ratio 1.247 2 .536 
Linear-by-linear association .886 1 .346 
N of valid cases 40   
    
Note: Proportion of answers not significant between countries. 
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Question 5: In the last five years, how often have you participated in organizations 
or activities expressing support for the LTTE? 
 
Table A5. Country × ParticipateSupportLTTE crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
ParticipateSupportLTTE 
Total Frequently Occasionally Never 
      
America n 5 8 5 18 
 % 27.8 44.4 27.8 100 
      
Canada n 4 9 5 18 
 % 22.2 50.0 27.8 100 
      
Total n 9 17 10 36 
% 25.0 47.2 27.8 100 
      
 
Table A6. Chi-square test for Country × ParticipateSupportLTTE crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 .170 2 .919 
Likelihood ratio .170 2 .918 
Linear-by-linear association .051 1 .821 
N of valid cases 36   
    
Note: Proportion of answers not significant between countries. 
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Question 7: If response to question 4 is “never,” have you participated in 
organizations or activities expressing opposition to the LTTE? 
 
Table A7. Country × ParticiOpposeLTTE crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
ParticiOpposeLTTE 
Total Yes No 
     
America n 0 18 18 
 % 0.0 100 100 
     
Canada n 1 17 18 
 % 5.6 94.4 100 
     
Total n 1 35 36 
% 2.8 97.2 100 
     
 
Table A8. Chi-square test for Country × ParticiOpposeLTTE crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig. 
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(1-sided) 
      
3HDUVRQȤ2 1.029 1 .310   
Continuity correctionb .000 1 1.000   
Likelihood ratio 1.415 1 .234   
Fisher’s exact test    1.000 .500 
Linear-by-linear 
association 
1.000 1 .317   
N of valid cases 36     
      
Note: Proportion of answers not significant between countries. 
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Question 9: Do you feel nervous or comfortable talking about Sri Lankan politics in 
the country where you now live? 
 
Table A9. Country × NervousPolitics_Di Crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
NervousPolitics_Di 
Total Comfortable 
Cautious / not 
comfortable 
     
America n 8 10 18 
 % 44.4 55.6 100 
     
Canada n 12 6 18 
 % 66.7 33.3 100 
     
Total n 20 16 36 
% 55.6 44.4 100 
     
 
Table A10. Chi-square test for Country × NervousPolitics_Di Crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig. 
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(1-sided) 
      
3HDUVRQȤ2 1.800 1 .180   
Continuity correction 1.013 1 .314   
Likelihood ratio 1.816 1 .178   
Fisher’s exact test    .315 .157 
Linear-by-linear 
association 
1.750 1 .186   
N of valid cases 36     
      
Note: One could say the proportion of answers is marginally significant between 
countries. However, it is not quite significant. Canadian Tamilians are more likely to 
choose “comfortable” than “cautious” or “not comfortable” compared to American 
Tamilians. 
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Question 10: Do you feel that something bad could happen to you for expressing 
your beliefs in the country where you now live? 
 
Table A11. Country × BadIfExpress crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
BadIfExpress  
Yes 
worried 
No not 
worried Cautious Total 
      
America n 1 9 8 18 
 % 5.6 50.0 44.4 100.0 
      
Canada n 4 8 6 18 
 % 22.2 44.4 33.3 100.0 
      
Total n 5 17 14 36 
% 13.9 47.2 38.9 100.0 
      
 
Table A12. Chi-square test for Country × BadIfExpress crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
3HDUVRQȤ2 2.145 2 .342 
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Question 11: In what country can you discuss your Tamil political opinions more 
freely?  
 
Table A13. Country × CountryMoreFreely crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
CountryMoreFreely 
Total 
Home  
country 
Adopted 
country Neither Same 
       
America n 1 12 3 2 18 
 % 5.6 66.7 16.7 11.1 100 
       
Canada n 0 16 1 1 18 
 % 0.0 88.9 5.6 5.6 100 
       
Total n 1 28 4 3 36 
 % 2.8 77.8 11.1 8.3 100 
       
 
Table A14. Chi-square test for Country × CountryMoreFreely crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
3HDUVRQȤ2 2.905 3 .407 
Likelihood ratio 3.346 3 .341 
Linear-by-linear association .593 1 .441 
N of valid cases 36   
    
Note: Proportion of answers is significant between countries. Canadian Tamils feel 
significantly freer to express in their adopted country compared to the American Tamils. 
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Question 12: How do you think your adopted country feels about the Sri Lankan 
political situation? 
 
Table A15. Country × AdoptCountryFeeling crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
AdoptCountryFeeling 
Total Sympathetic 
Aware but 
apathetic Ignorant 
      
America n 5 11 2 18 
 % 27.8 61.1 11.1 100 
      
Canada n 9 9 0 18 
 % 50.0 50.0 0.0 100 
      
Total n 14 20 2 36 
% 38.9 55.6 5.6 100 
      
 
Table A16. Chi-square test for Country × AdoptCountryFeeling crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig. 
(2-sided) 
    
3HDUVRQȤ2 3.343 2 .188 
Likelihood ratio 4.132 2 .127 
Linear-by-linear association 2.917 1 .088 
N of valid cases 36   
    
Note: Proportion of answers is marginally significant between countries. Canadians tend 
to feel their country is slightly more “sympathetic” to the Sri Lankan political situation 
compared to the United States. 
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Question 13: How much do you think that the support of other Tamils in 
__________ (Canada or the U.S.) helps you to freely express your values and 
beliefs?  
 
Table A17. Country × SupportTamils crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
SupportTamils 
Total A lot To an extent 
It doesn’t 
matter 
      
America n 7 6 5 18 
 % 38.9 33.3 27.8 100 
      
Canada n 8 4 6 18 
 % 44.4 22.2 33.3 100 
      
Total n 15 10 11 36 
% 41.7 27.8 30.6 100 
      
 
Table A18. Chi-square test for Country × SupportTamils crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
3HDUVRQȤ2 .558 2 .757 
Likelihood ratio .560 2 .756 
Linear-by-linear association .000 1 1.000 
N of valid cases 36   
    
Note: Proportion of answers not significant between countries. 
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Question 14: On a scale from 1 to 10, with 1 being the lowest and 10 being the 
highest, what number would you give for your own freedom of expression in 
_________ (U.S. or Canada)?  
 
Table A19. Freedom of Expression Statistics 1 
 nry N M SD SE mean 
      
FreedomExpression America 18 7.7222 2.63027 .61996 
Canada 17 9.5882 .79521 .19287 
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Table A20. Freedom of Expression Statistics 2 
 
Levene’s Test for 
Equality of 
Variances t test for Equality of Means 
F Sig. t df 
Sig. (2-
tailed) Mean difference SE difference 
95 CI of the difference 
Lower Upper 
          
FreedomExpression Equal variances 
assumed 
23.331 .000 -2.804 33 .008 -1.86601 .66537 -3.21971 -.51232 
Equal variances 
not assumed 
  -2.874 20.248 .009 -1.86601 .64927 -3.21930 -.51273 
           
Note: These findings discussed in more detail in the quantitative analysis section of the dissertation. 
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Question 15: [If answer to #14 is higher than 5 and not b] What is the main factor 
that enables your freedom of expression in________ (U.S. or Canada)? 
 
Table A21. Country × ExpressionMainFactor crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
ExpressionMainFactor 
Total 
Fundamental 
right 
Supported by 
Tamils Both Neither 
       
America n 9 0 8 1 18 
 % 50.0 0.0 44.4 5.6 100 
       
Canada n 11 1 6 0 18 
 % 61.1 5.6 33.3 0.0 100 
       
Total n 20 1 14 1 36 
% 55.6 2.8 38.9 2.8 100 
       
 
Table A22. Chi-square test for Country × ExpressionMainFactor crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 2.486 3 .478 
Likelihood ratio 3.260 3 .353 
Linear-by-linear association .932 1 .334 
N of valid cases 36   
    
Note: Proportion of answers not significant between countries. 
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Question 16: [If response to #14 is less than 10] What change in your current 
environment might improve your freedom of expression in__________ (U.S. or 
Canada)?  
 
Table A23. Country × ChangeImprove crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
ChangeImprove 
Total 
More Tamil 
participation 
More media 
support 
All of the 
above Don’t know 
       
America n 0 7 9 2 18 
 % 0.0 38.9 50.0 11.1 100 
       
Canada n 1 1 13 2 17 
 % 5.9 5.9 76.5 11.8 100 
       
Total n 1 8 22 4 35 
% 2.9 22.9 62.9 11.4 100 
       
 
Table A24. Chi-square test for Country × ChangeImprove crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 6.204 3 .102 
Likelihood ratio 7.151 3 .067 
Linear-by-linear association .952 1 .329 
N of valid cases 35   
    
Note: When asked to choose a single change in the current environment that might 
improve their freedom of expression, the American Tamils chose media support 
significantly more often than the Canadian Tamils. 
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Question 17: What change in your current environment would make it more 
difficult to have freedom of expression in___________ (U.S. or Canada)?  
 
Table A25. Country × ChangeDifficult crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
ChangeDifficult 
Total 
Legal 
trouble 
Less support 
Tamils 
Negative 
public opinion 
All of the 
above 
Don’t 
know 
        
America n 4 2 3 7 1 17 
 % 23.5 11.8 17.6 41.2 5.9 100 
        
Canada n 5 1 1 11 0 18 
 % 27.8 5.6 5.6 61.1 0.0 100 
        
Total n 9 3 4 18 1 35 
% 25.7 8.6 11.4 51.4 2.9 100 
        
 
Table A26. Chi-square test for Country × ChangeDifficult crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 3.307 4 .508 
Likelihood ratio 3.752 4 .441 
Linear-by-linear association .017 1 .897 
N of valid cases 35   
    
Note: Proportion of answers not significant between countries.  
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Question 19: How long have you lived in _______? (U.S. or Canada) 
 
Table A27. Group statistics 
 Country N M SD SE mean 
      
LivedUSCan America 20 18.9500 9.52821 2.13057 
Canada 19 20.3684 8.45387 1.93945 
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Table A28. Independent samples test 
 
Levene’s test for 
equality of 
variances t test for equality of means 
F Sig. t df 
Sig. (2-
tailed) Mean difference SE difference 
95 CI of the difference 
Lower Upper 
          
LivedUSCan Equal variances 
assumed 
1.104 .300 -.491 37 .626 -1.41842 2.89016 -7.27444 4.43760 
Equal variances 
not assumed 
  -.492 36.836 .625 -1.41842 2.88111 -7.25699 4.42014 
           
Note: Proportion of answers not significant between countries. 
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Question 20: Do you read a daily newspaper most days? 
 
Table A29. Country × ReadNews crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
ReadNews 
Total Yes No Not sure 
      
America n 12 7 1 20 
 % 60.0 35.0 5.0 100 
      
Canada n 16 3 1 20 
 % 80.0 15.0 5.0 100 
      
Total n 28 10 2 40 
% 70.0 25.0 5.0 100 
      
 
Table A30. Chi-square test for Country × ReadNews crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 2.171 2 .338 
Likelihood ratio 2.219 2 .330 
Linear-by-linear association 1.191 1 .275 
N of valid cases 40   
    
Note: Proportion of answers was slightly significant between countries. The Canadian 
Tamils tend to read a newspaper “most days” more often than American Tamils. 
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Question 22: Do you follow Tamil activities on the Internet?  
 
Table A31. Country × FollowInternet crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
FollowInternet 
Total Yes No Not sure 
      
America n 16 3 1 20 
 % 80.0 15.0 5.0 100 
      
Canada n 10 7 0 17 
 % 58.8 41.2 0.0 100 
      
Total n 26 10 1 37 
% 70.3 27.0 2.7 100 
      
 
Table A32. Chi-square test for Country × FollowInternet crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 3.766 2 .152 
Likelihood ratio 4.186 2 .123 
Linear-by-linear association .856 1 .355 
N of valid cases 37   
    
Note: Proportion of answers is slightly significant between countries. The American 
Tamils follow Tamil activities on the Internet slightly more often than Canadian Tamils. 
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Question 24: With what religious groups do you identify? Would you say that you 
are… 
 
Table A33. Country × Religion crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
Religion 
Total Catholic Jewish Hindu Muslim Other 
        
America n 2 1 15 1 1 20 
 % 10.0 5.0 75.0 5.0 5.0 100 
        
Canada n 2 0 17 1 0 20 
 % 10.0 0.0 85.0 5.0 0.0 100 
        
Total n 4 1 32 2 1 40 
% 10.0 2.5 80.0 5.0 2.5 100 
        
 
Table A34. Chi-square test for Country × Religion crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 2.125 4 .713 
Likelihood ratio 2.898 4 .575 
Linear-by-linear association .141 1 .707 
N of valid cases 40   
    
Note: Proportion of answers not significant between countries. 
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Question 26: What is the highest grade of school that you completed? 
 
Table A35. Country × Education crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
Education 
Total 
8th 
grade 
Some high 
school 
High 
school 
grad 
College 
less than 
4 years 
2-year 
college 
grad 
4-year 
college 
grad 
Post 
grad 
          
America n 1 2 1 3 4 3 4 18 
 % 5.6 11.1 5.6 16.7 22.2 16.7 22.2 100 
          
Canada n 1 4 0 9 0 3 3 20 
 % 5.0 20.0 0.0 45.0 0.0 15.0 15.0 100 
          
Total n 2 6 1 12 4 6 7 38 
% 5.3 15.8 2.6 31.6 10.5 15.8 18.4 100 
          
 
Table A36. Chi-square test for Country × Education crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 8.728 6 .189 
Likelihood ratio 10.789 6 .095 
Linear-by-linear association .933 1 .334 
N of valid cases 38   
    
Note: Proportion of answers not significant between countries. 
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Question 27: How old were you on your last birthday? _________________ [enter 
years] 
 
Table A37. Group statistics 
 Country N M SD SE Mean 
      
Age America 20 46.0000 8.40426 1.87925 
Canada 20 57.9500 16.32716 3.65087 
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Table A38. Independent samples test 
 
Levene’s Test for 
Equality of Variances t test for equality of means 
F Sig. t df 
Sig. (2-
tailed) Mean difference SE difference 
95 CI of the difference 
Lower Upper 
          
Age Equal variances 
assumed 
14.062 .001 -2.910 38 .006 -11.95000 4.10614 -20.26245 -3.63755 
Equal variances not 
assumed 
  -2.910 28.408 .007 -11.95000 4.10614 -20.35561 -3.54439 
           
Note: Proportion of answers is slightly significant between countries. The Canadian Tamils are on average one decade older 
than American Tamils.  
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Question 28: Do you own or rent a home? 
 
Table A39. Country × RentOwn crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
RentOwn 
Total Own Rent 
     
America n 14 6 20 
 % 70.0 30.0 100 
     
Canada n 16 4 20 
 % 80.0 20.0 100 
     
Total n 30 10 40 
% 75.0 25.0 100 
     
 
Table A40. Chi-square test for Country × RentOwn crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig. 
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(1-sided) 
      
Pearson Chi-Square .533 1 .465   
Continuity correction .133 1 .715   
Likelihood ratio .536 1 .464   
Fisher’s exact test    .716 .358 
Linear-by-linear 
association 
.520 1 .471   
N of valid cases 40     
      
Note: Proportion of answers is very slightly significant between countries. The Canadian 
Tamils own houses very slightly more than American Tamils. 
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Question 29: How many children do you have in elementary, junior high, senior 
high, vocational school, or university? 
 
Table A41. Country × ChildrenSchool crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
ChildrenSchool 
Total Elementary Junior high Senior high University No children 
        
America n 5 2 2 5 6 20 
 % 25.0 10.0 10.0 25.0 30.0 100 
        
Canada n 1 3 0 0 13 17 
 % 5.9 17.6 0.0 0.0 76.5 100 
        
Total n 6 5 2 5 19 37 
% 16.2 13.5 5.4 13.5 51.4 100 
        
 
Table A42. Chi-square test for Country × ChildrenSchool crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 12.283 4 .015 
Likelihood ratio 15.214 4 .004 
Linear-by-linear association 3.125 1 .077 
N of valid cases 37   
    
Note: Proportion of answers is significant between countries. The Canadian Tamils have 
significantly less children in school compared to the American Tamils. 
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Question 30: Would you say that your home is located in a neighborhood that is… 
 
Table A43. Country × Neighborhood_Di crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
Neighborhood_Di 
Total 
Many or some 
Tamils 
Mostly non-
Tamils 
     
America n 4 15 19 
 % 21.1 78.9 100 
     
Canada n 10 10 20 
 % 50.0 50.0 100 
     
Total n 14 25 39 
% 35.9 64.1 100 
     
 
Table A44. Chi-square test for Country × Neighborhood_Di crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig. 
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(1-sided) 
      
Pearson Ȥ2 3.548 1 .060   
Continuity correction 2.402 1 .121   
Likelihood ratio 3.638 1 .056   
Fisher’s exact test    .096 .060 
Linear-by-linear 
association 
3.457 1 .063   
N of valid cases 39     
      
Note: Proportion of answers is significant between countries. The Canadian Tamils live 
in the neighborhood with some or many other Tamils significantly more (more than twice 
as often) compared to the American Tamils. 
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Question 31: What was the total income last year for all members of your household who are related to you, before 
taxes? Would you say it is…  
 
Table A45. Country × Income crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
Income 
Total 50,000+ 
35,000-
49999 
25,000-
34999 
20000-
24999 
15000-
19999 
7500-
14999 
Less 
than 
7500 
Don’t 
know 
           
America n 11 1 1 0 1 2 1 3 20 
 % 55.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 15.0 100 
           
Canada n 7 2 3 1 2 0 0 5 20 
 % 35.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 100 
           
Total n 18 3 4 1 3 2 1 8 40 
% 45.0 7.5 10.0 2.5 7.5 5.0 2.5 20.0 100 
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Table A46. Chi-square test for Country × Income crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig.  
(2-sided) 
    
Pearson Ȥ2 7.056 7 .423 
Likelihood ratio 8.673 7 .277 
Linear-by-linear association .311 1 .577 
N of valid cases 40   
    
Note: Proportion of answers is very slightly significant between countries. The American 
Tamils’ household income (in the margin of higher than $50,000) is very slightly higher 
than Canadian Tamils. 
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Gender 
 
Table A47. Country × Gender crosstabulation 
Country 
Amount within 
country 
Gender 
Total Male Female 
     
America n 11 9 20 
 % 55.0 45.0 100 
     
Canada n 13 7 20 
 % 65.0 35.0 100 
     
Total n 24 16 40 
% 60.0 40.0 100 
     
 
Table A48. Chi-square test for Country × Gender crosstabulation 
 Value df 
Asymp. sig. 
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(2-sided) 
Exact sig.  
(1-sided) 
      
Pearson Ȥ2 .417 1 .519   
Continuity correction .104 1 .747   
Likelihood ratio .418 1 .518   
Fisher’s exact test    .748 .374 
Linear-by-linear 
association 
.406 1 .524   
N of valid cases 40     
      
Note: Differences in the gender distribution of the two samples are not significant. 
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